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THE DEBATES

ON THE

GRAND REMONSTRANCE.

INTRODUCTORY ESSAY.

§ 1. THE PLANTAGENETS.

I prorosk to introduce an attempt to re- gl‘!fpﬁfrwf
defcribe, with greater fullnefs and accuracy,fome * =
leading events in the political ftruggle of the !
Seventeenth Century, E; afketch ofg the earlier
efforts for freedom in the Plantagenet and Tudor '
reigns. From the circumftances that attended
the gradual growth of our liberties, were drawn
ever the moft powerful arguments for their
maintenance and defence; and it is impoffible Pofition
clearly to underftand the pofition in this refpe& by Charles
taken up by Charles the Firft’s opponents, the Firf’s
without fome knowledge of the grounds on °PP"™
which they refted their claim to conne& with
the old laws and ufages of England, their
refiftance to the tyranny of the Stuarts.

One of the nobleft images in the writingsgReords |
of Burke, is that in which he fays of the {pirithf Englith
of Englith Freedom that, always acting as if infffrecdom-
the prefence of canonifed forefathers, 1t carries

B
I}
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Burkeon an impofing and majeftic afpe@t. < It has

:’::;1’{' ¢ a pedigree and illuftrating anceftors. It has

¢¢its bearings and its enfigns armorial. It has

‘“its gallery of portraits, its monumental in-

« {criptions, its records, evidences, and titles.”

For colle&ting and producing them, Selden was

thrice imprifoned by James the Firit and his

Son; and the part which they played in that

ftruggle with the Stuarts, was but the revival,

in more powerful form, of an influence they

had exerted over the Plantagenets and the

Tudors. As in later, fo it had been in the

Precedents earlier time. The Petition of Right, enacted

Time.  in Charles the Firft’s reign, was but the affir-

mation and re-ena&ment of the precedents of

three foregoing cénturies ; and in the reignof

Johf; when the Barons were in treaty for the

Great Charter, Langton put forward, as the

bafis and title of their claims, a charter of a
hundred years’ earlier date.

Charter of ~That was the ena&ment of the firft year of

ﬁ:‘;’y L Henry Beauclerc, the firft of the name, and

' mormm kings. It was fup-

pofed to be the only copy then in exiftence;

fo affiduous Henry’s officers had been, in the

more fecure years of his reign, to deftroy the

evidence of his recognition of popular rights at

Difficulty the outfet of his ufurpation. But he could not

;Lgﬁ; . deprefs the pempﬁ's—pﬁafure, when already

Charter. he had raifed them for his gain. They are

edged tools, thefe popular compa&s and con-

cefions ; and not fo fafe to play the game of

difimulation with, as a friendly nod or greet-

ing to the friend you purpofe to betray.

¢ Does he {mile and fpeak well of me?” faid
p—— smmem
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one of the chief jufticiaries of this King, Iigr;_{
!

« Then I am undone. I never Knew him

¢ praife a man whom he did not intend to
“ruin.” It was truly faid, as the fpeaker
foon had occafion to know; but it is more
difficult {fo to deal with a people. A charter Royal
of relief from onerous and unreafonable bur- oncef-
dens, once granted, is never more to be refumed .
as’a mere wafte piece of parchment. The pro-

vifions of which men have loft the memory,

and are thought to have loft the proof, reappear

at the time of vital need; and the prince into

whofe violent keeping a people’s liberties have

fallen, is made fubject to a fharp refponfibility.

For the moft part, unhappily, hiftory is read yyperse
as imperfectly as it is written. Beneath the judgments
furface to which the obfcurity of diftant records i Hiftory.
too commonly reftri@s us, there lies material

to be yet brought to light, lefs by laborious
refearch than by patient thought and careful
indu&tion. Conceding to the early chroni-

clers their particular cafes of oppreffion, fub-
je&ion, and acquiefcence, let us well affure
ourfelves that thefe will not prevail for any

length of time againft an entire and numerous

people. If ever. rulers might have hoped to strength
meafure their immunities and rights by the and weak-
temper and ftrength of their fwords, it fhould Norman
have been thefe early Norman princes ; yet at Kings.
eyery turn in their ftory, at every cafualty in

their chequered fortunes, they owe their fafety

to the fa& of flinging down their fpoil. A
fomething which, under various names, repre-

fents the People, is ftill upon their track;

and thus, over our rudeft hiftory, there lies at
B2



4 Introdutiory Effay.

leaft a thadow of the fubftance which fills our
later and nobler annals.
Bafis of The bafis of the Saxon Contftitution refted
?:a::flt!im- wholly on the mutual corre&ion, and relative fuf-
tion, tainment and fupport, of two oppofite powers ;
that of the King exerted through a prerogative
jurifdi¢tion, and that of the People exprefled
through their various courts and guilds. Nor
F:es it admit of queftion that, fubftantially,
Adopted
u

FiA e Conqueror and his fons adopted the Saxon

Conquerodjurifprudence, and that it continued 10 D¢ the
and his fbafis of the common law. Every fubfequent
fons.  alteration operated upon it; and’ though the

aCtion of time and circumftance made thofe
alterations confiderable, there was little direct

change by pofitive ena@ment. The notion
‘§which long prevailed that the Feudal Syftem

was firft introduced into Em

) queft has been difproved by modern in?uiry.
g::lgin_of All the rudiments and germs of the feudal
“fervices exifted in the Germanic nations ; and
whether thefe were“grown in their forelts, or
thad been derived in any degree from what
‘they faw of the fyftem of the Empire, is not
very material. As early as Tacitus, every
chieftain had his band of retainers, who ho-
noured him in peace, and followed him in
war ; and that an artificial conne&ion fhould
gradually have arifen, reciprocally binding the
lord to his vaffal, and the vaflal to his lord,
renders it eafy to underftand the growth of
Its bur- * the entire fyftem of feudality. In what way
dens and its more onerous incidents and obligations
tenure.  arofe opens up wider confiderations. But there
is reafon to believe that even thefe had made
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confiderable advance under the Saxons, though

not to the exclufion of other modes of tenure,

before the fubtle and elaborate Norman devices

were grafted on them. The Saxon king cer- Natural
tainly claimed the right of wardfhip, though cnf-
lefs often, and in fimpler and lefs oppreﬁivetu:'llfgdzl

form, than in the Norman ftime; and the Syftem.
acknowledgment, by oath, of the obligation

in a feud gs reciprocal and binm
Partics, 15 known as early as Alfred’s reign.

As that obligaﬁonm'ko—re_lm%a

the {yftem developed itfelf in largely civilifing ;.
and humanifing forms. The compa& implied develop-
on both fides fixed rights and fettled duties, ™e*

- and made Prote&ion as facred as Service. It

led gradually, in fhort, to the feud becoming

a life-eftate ; from which, as an almoft natural
confequence, the principle of hereditary fuc-
ceflion arofe; every new occupant making Heredi-
ftill his acknowledgment of vaffalage, and 25U
binding himfelf as fully as the firft grantee.

Nor did it require much forethought to dif-

cern, that the perfe& development of this fyftem

would end in a mutual arrangement of legally
binding obligations and legally maintainable

rights, in the courfe and aétion of which the Extinction
very life of the relation of vaffalage would :;Z“m‘
expire.

IEionternporaneous with Henry the Firft’s The Cru-
charter were the firft great victories of the fades
Crufades, which led to the facrifice of many
millions of lives, and had the effe& not only
greatly to increafe the temporal power and
ecclefiaftical domination of the Popedom, but
to begin the terrible ftory of religious wars. Yet
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they had alfo good refults, to which the exifting

condition of the world gave a preponderating

Feudal influence. What there was o}) merit in the

fl‘;ﬁ“l’,;_ feudal inftitutions had here taken a higher and

proved. more fpiritual charader, largely abating their

ferocity and fomewhat leflening their injuftice.

A troubadour of the century now begun called

Jerufalem a fief of Jefus Chrift; and in the

expreflion may be traced the origin of the

Crufader’s fenfe of his bond and vaffalage to

the Son of God. To his fancy, he was now

firmly eftablifhing a reciprocity of obedience

and protection between himfelf and heaven.

Influences The union alfo, which the Crufades effeced,

;’:n?tl;"&' of different countries in a common obje&, had

" a tendency to diffipate many narrow hindrances

to a common civilifation ; and the intercourfe

of eaftern and weftern nations by degrees intro-

duced into religion, as well as into government,

larger and more humane views. The pecu-

niary obligations incurred by the feudal chiefs,

led at the fame time to a wider circulation of

money, and made further gradual but fure

encroachment on the ftri&er domains of feudal-

Seedsof i{m. Finally, we owe it mainly to the Cru-

f;,’;‘ Lieee. fades, that the enrichment of the ports of Italy,

ratwre. by fuch fudden avenues to trade, became an

im‘i)ortant element in the advance to a higher

and more refined fyftem of fociety ; and that,

fcattered through the wandering paths of

Troubadour or Dominican, the feeds of elo-

quence and fong fprang up in later days, and

in many countries, into harvefts of national
literature.

Henry I Some of thefe advantages began to be felt
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even {o early as under the firft and greateft of FirftPlan-
the Plantagenet kings. It was in Henry the 2"
Second’sreign that perfonalfervices of the feudal r15s.
vaflals were exchanged for pecuniary aids;

that, by the iffue of a new coinage of ftandard

weight and purity, confidence was given to

towns and cities, then ftruggling into import-

ance by the help of charters and fifcal exemp-

tions ; that it was made the duty of the
itinerant judges to fee that all free men were
provided with competent arms and means of
defence ; that the moft oppreflive baronial Gains to
tyrannies received a check from the Crown;gz;;:.f“"
and that further fettled guarantees for internal
tranquillity were given by a more orderly,

equal, and certain adminiftration of the laws.

Yet even fuch fervices to civilifation yield in
importance to that which was rendered by this

great prince in gefifting the ufurpations of the
Church. _His difpute with his Primate in- Difputeof
volved effential i?t]e Tels than the ultimate Henry I1.
RCATeR oY The eatire Teramgerment o Tmdh .
oot —NoT Tevert years TadpaTied fnce

The votce of Hildebrand had declared the papal
throne to be but the temporal emblem of a
univerfal fpiritual authority, holding abfolute
feudal jurifdition over the leffer authority of
kings and nobles ; and Becket ftood upon the
claim fo put forth by Hildebrand. Like him, Becket's
he would have turned human government into fcheme-
a theocracy, placing the Church at its head,
unqueftioned and fupreme. He would have
drawn together the whole of Chriftian Europe
under one {ole Suzerain authority, and, throu‘gh
all the wide and various extent of civilifed
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nations, would have made the fpiritual tyranny
of Rome the centre and metropolis of dominion.
To Henry Plantagenet, on the other hand, it
feemed that any fuch centralifation of ecclefias-
tical power would be fatal to the peace, the
happinefs, and the liberty of the world. He
had laboured hard, with his Chancellor Becket,
to reduce all autocracies and tyrannies within
his kingdom ; and againft his Primate Becket,
he now refolutely declared that this work fhould
ftill go on. Whether fpiritual interefts were,
or were not, of higher importance than temporal
interefts, was not neceffarily the queftion im-
plied; any more than whether a firm belief in
Chriftianity fhould involve a total fubjection
of the underftanding, of the heart and the
will, of the a&ive and the intelleGtual powers,
to ecclefiaftical domination. Not fo, happily
for the people whom he governed, was
this refolute prince difpofed to renounce
his focial and civil duties. In events that
arofe as the conteft went on, he was rude,
paflionate, and overbearing ; and perhaps much
of the work he was called to do, by more
delicate ways could hardly have been done:
but, though what he had nobly gained was
thus at times in danger of being ignobly loft,
there feldom fails to be vifible, throughout all
the recklefs impulfes of that really majeftic
though ill-regulated nature, a ftrong compre-
henfion of the vital truth which was afterwards
wrought out with fuch breadth and potency
in England. And on the whole it was cer-
tainly well that Henry the Second’s triumph
thould not have been on all points complete.
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Notwithftanding the {piritual defpotifm which What was
the Church would fain have eftablifhed, we can- d‘;“u:gh'h"
not forget what the Church in thofe rude times '
reprefented and embodied ; and for the utter
difcomfiture and overthrow of which, any
abfolute fupremacy of the State and the fword
would have been but a poor compenfation.
‘What it was well that the King fhould retain, what
he did not lofe; and though neither did Henry II
Becket entirely forfeit what his arrogance too &
rathly put in peril, fubftantially the victory
remained with Henry. Afferting the neceffary
rights of temporal princes, and upholding the
independent vigour of civil government, he
defended and maintained, in effe&, religious
iberty and equal laws; and the foilm
at wholefome feed,even
fo early as the reign of the firft Plantagenet.
The moft diftinguithed affociate of Hen
in his civil labours was the famous ulf
Glanvile, in whofe name is written the mo
mnd memorable treatife of the laws and§er Confue-
cuftoms of England; and the greateft a& the Reomi
jointly performed was to give authority, uni- drglie.
verfality, and fettled form and circumftance,
to a practice which was only very imperfectly
introduced in the time of Henry Beauclerc,
and had been, fince then, carried out ftill lefs
perfeily. In a Great Council at Northampton, , ¢
Henry formally divided the kingdom into fix Appoint-
diftriés, to each of which he affigned three itine- L‘i‘:::i;f
rant judges, and from that time circuits have forjudges.
never ceafed in England: carrying gradually
with them (in confequence of other improve-
ments introduced by this great and fagacious
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prince) the general adoption of juries, an
elevation of the charater of the judges, and

other fettled advantages in jurifprudence as

wellas in legal adminiftration, felt to this hour.

Richard I§ The reign of the fecond of the Plantagenet
1189 Mamily fupplies to our conftitutional hiftorian,
in the fentence paffed on the Chancellor of the

abfent King by the convention of barons, the

earlieft authority on record for the refponfi-

bility of Minifters to Parliament. Theincident,
however, important as it is, feems rather to

take its place with others in the fame reign,

New rela- which mark the {pringing up of a new condi-
tionsbe- tion of relations between the baronage and
throneand the throne. In the obftinate abfence of Cceur-
barons.  de-Lion on his hair-brained enterprifes, the
inaptitude and imbecility of his brother had
thrown all the real duties of government into

the hands of a council of barons ; thefe again
Independ- Were oppofed by men of their own clafs, as well
ent oppo- for felf-intereft as on general and independent
‘g;::r grounds ; and the refult of a feries of quarrels
" thus conducted between equals, as it were, in
ftation, between forces to a great degree inde-
pendent of each other—the Crown ftriving to
maintain itfelf on the one hand, but no longer

with the preftige of power it had received from

the ftronger kings ; the Ariftocracy advancing

claims on the other, no longer overborne or
overawed by the prefent preflure of the throne
Beginning led to what, in modern phrafe, might be
glesof  called a fyftem of unfcrupulous party ftruggle,
paty.  in which royalty loft the exclufive pofition it
had been the great aim of the Conqueror’s

family to fecure to it, and became an unguarded
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obje& of attack, thereafter, to whatever hoftile
confederacy might be formed againtt it.

What there was of evil as well as of good
in the conteft became ftrongly manifeft in the
two fucceeding reigns.

In the ftrict order of hereditary fucceflion Arthur's
the crown, which on Richard’s death was con- fll;"f“‘lc_“
ferred on John, would have fallen to Arthur, ceffion :
the orphan of John’s elder brother. But
though the fubfequent misfortunes and forrow-
ful death of this young prince largely excited
{ympathy in England, there was never any
formidable ftand attempted, here, on the ground
of his right to the throne. The battle was fought
fought in the foreign provinces. In England, S in
while fome might have thought his hereditary provinces.
claim fuperior to his uncle’s, there was hardly a
man of influence who would at this period have
drawn the fword for him, on any fuch prin-
ciple as that the crown of England was heritable
property.. The genius of the country had been E:;n 0

repugnant to any fuch notion. The Anglo- c.o
Sa.gco;gl {overei ny was ele@ive; that peop]e E::ita%f:t
never lanétioning a cultom by which the then PFoPeY:
Ezrfonal and moft arduous dutiesof fovereignty,

th in peace and war, might pafs of right to
an infant or imbecile prince; and to the ftrength Sove-
of this feeling in the country of their conqueft, 727
the Normans heretofore had been obliged to '
yield. At each fucceffive coronation following
the defeat of Harold, including that of the
Conqueror, the form of deferring to the peo- Nomnans
ple’s choice had been religioufly adhered to ; cferto
nay, of the five Norman kings on whom the principle.
Englith crown had now defcended, four had
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been conftrained to reft their ftrongeft title on
that popular choice or recognition: but its
moft decifive confirmation was referved for
the coronation of John. Till after the cere-
mony, his right was in no particular admitted.
He was earl, until he aflumed the ducal coro-
net; and he was duke, until the Great Council,
{peaking through the primate, invefted him at
Weftminfter with the Englith crown, accom-
panying it with the emphatic declaration that
it was the nation’s gift, and not the property
of any particular perfon. Speed, with his
patient induftry and narrow vifion, calls this
latter condition, “a fecond feed-plot of trea-
¢fons;”’ but for the moft part it has happened,
throughout our Englifh hiftory, that treafons
have been the fecond feed-plot of liberty.
Other hiftorical critics imagine John’s corona-
tion to have been a mere arrangement of con-
ditional fcalty fpecially reftrited to him; the
fole temptation to ele¢t him, in preference to
his nephew, being the confideration that lefs
was to be looked for in the way of civil refti-
tution from a legitimate monarch, than from
one who held by ele&ive tenure. But thefe
reafoners overlook, not only the fa& that the
law of fucceflion as between a living brother
and a dead brother’s child was by no means
fettled at this time, but that, as has juft been
pointed out, the choice of a monarch on
grounds exclufively hereditary would have been

WhyJohn the exception and not the rule. If anything
prefered  beyond the objetion to entrufting fovereignty
toArthur. ¢6°3 child and'a woman, induced the preference

of John, it very probably was fome anticipation
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of a poffible and not diftant ftruggle between
the throne and its feudal dependencies, and
the fenfe of how much the latter would be
ftrengthened by an incompetent and feeble
King. For, how fltood the government of
England, when placed in John’s keeping ?

The balance of power between the various Henry

grades of feudal fociety, as in a great degree

olicy un-

eftablithed by the difcreet and powerful policy fettied by
of Henry the Second, had been wholly relaxed his fons.

and unfettled by the lawlefs adminiftration in
Ceeur-de-Lion’s abfence. The powers which
Henry centered in the throne for good pur-
pofes, were proftituted to evil by both his (?)ns.
The weaknefs which an able king, for wife
and prudent purpofes, had fought to introduce
into the ariftocratic element of the kingdom,
had fince been ufed for the fuppreffion of all

reftraint upon monarchical tyranny. If fuch a Monarchy

fovereign as Henry could have continued to 2nd 2rif,
. . . ocracy in

reign, until a forced repreffion of the baronial conflid.

feuds might have permitted a gradual and free
reaction of the popular on the kingly power, the
eftablithment of rational liberty would have been
haftened by at leaft two centuries. But evenas
it was, there ftood the People between the two
oppofing forces ; alternately recognifed in the
neceflities of each, and by both made confcious

of their power. In the Church queftions, and People

. . . their fide
the earlier portion of the reign, they took part alter-

with John; in the queftions of civil freedom nately.

that of refiftance to invafion, which arofe in

which immortalifed its clofe, they joined the
grand confederacy of his enemies. Of the
chara&er of this prince it is needlefs to fpeak.
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Charafterg It belongs to the few in hiftory or in human
of John. §nature of which the infamy is aitogether black
and unredeemed. The qualities which de-
graded his youth grew with his years; com-
bined with them, he had juft enough of the
ambition of his race to bring forth more
ftrongly the pufillanimity of his fpirit; and
thus he was infolent and mean, at once the
moft abje&t and the moft arrogant of men.
The pitilefs cruelties recorded of him furpafs
beliefli and the recklefs madnefs with which he
rufhed into his quarrels, was only exceeded by
his impotent cowardice when refiftance thowed
His defer- its front. He deferted the people when the
lt;&lll:?ifdes people joined him againft the church, and he
“deferted the church when the church joined
him againft the people. Yet, what refulted
from the very vice and falfehood of fo des-
picable a nature was in itfelf the reverfe of
evil, A man more able, though with an
equal love of tyranny, would have hufbanded,
Ulesofa and kept, his power ; this man could only feel
badking. ¢hat he exifted when he knew that he was
trampling on his fellow-men, and, making his
power intolerable, he rifked and loft it. The
conclufion which would infer that with the
barons, and not with the people, the fubftantial
benefit remained, is far too haftily formed.
What the What, in its beginning, was the claim of one
Yk powerful faction in the realm as againft its
Barons  feudal lord, became in the end a demand for
involved: rights to be guaranteed to the general com-
munity. It 'was but a month before the
gathering at Runnymede that an unavailing
attempt was made to detach the greater barons
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from the national confederacy, by offering to
themfelves and their immediate followers wh:fa
the Great Charter was to fecure to every fre
man,

I have fhown that party {pirit had now arifen pany
in England. From it have {prung fcenes and fpiritand
compromifes often neither Jul{) nor honourable ; '** vefults,
but with it have been affociated, in very memor-
able periods of hiftory, the liberties and poli-
tical advances of the Englith people. The
determined wifh of a large fe@ion of the nobles
to degrade the pofition and humble the pride o
their fovereign, became obvious at the outfet o
John’s reign. 'When he began his continentalfEnglith
wars, he was mafter of the whole French coaft, ,;;ged of
]from the borm&s—mﬁ_ﬂf__récmtc
5renees; when three years had pa ed, thef
belf portion of that territory was l;‘rrevoca ‘
[off to him, and, after a feparation of three
m'?a_y;rs, Normandy, Anjou, Maine, and
Touraine, were reannexed to the French crown.
Nor were any of his complaints fo loud and
bitter, during the progrefs of thefe events, as
that which was implied in his reproach that the
Englifh nobles had forfaken him. They cer- Conduét
tainly faw pafs into fubje@ion to France thofe of the
large and opulent provinces fo long won and e
guarded by the fwords of their fathers, and
they made no fign of refiftance. But this
had alfo a deeper fignificance than mere difguft
with John. They had ele@ed their count

They were no longer foreign proprietors on (i_row.th |
foil which was not their own ; they were En “.""f"‘

lifhbmen, refolved to caft thei nes an
eir_fate with Epgland.  Soon after this,
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indeed, they raifed a counter-cry to that of
their recreant King, accufing him of foreign
favouritifm. With the name, opprobrious
now, of foreigner, they branded the Angevin,
the Norman, and the Poitevin nobles whom
he had brought into England at the clofe of

Common | his French wars ; and whom he now delighted

caufe
againft

foreiguers.

Alliance
of lords

and citi-
zens.

King’s
furrender
to Pope.
1213,

Freedom’|
debt to
John,

to parade about his perfon, to load with
dignities and wealth, and to encourage in their
vigorous efforts to plunder and opprefs the
native population. Even the French hiftorian of
the Norman Conquett is here fain to admit that
tlhﬁ conquering lord and the conguered peafant

ad found a point of contact and a common
{ympathy. ﬂe can no longer refilt the con-
clufion, that in the foil of England there was
at length germinating a national {pirit common
to all who traverfed it. Without doubt it
was fo. Nor was there a new fine now levied
on one of the old domains, or a new toll on
one of the old bridges or highways, that did
not bring the Englifh baron and lord of the
manor nearer in his interefts and rights to the
Englith farmer and citizen.

The next ftep in John’s degradation com-
pleted the rupture with his barons and carried
over the people to their fide. From the
attempted overthrow of all government, by

the furrender of England to the Pope, dates
the Arft fenfible advance in our anng]s to any-
thing like a government under general and
gcmltaB'lc forms of law. 'Lhere 1s not an
Enghih freeman fiving in this nineteenth cen-

tury, who may not trace in fome degree a por-
tion of the liberty he enjoys to the day when
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Kin% John did his beft to lay his country at
e feet of a foreign prielf, and_make ever
one of her children as much a flave as Hnmleli.

rom that day the grand confederacy againft Confede-
the King took its really formidable, becaufe =Y &
now unwavering fhape ; and what was beft in fﬁ,g,
England joined and ftrengthened it. The
concentration of its purpofes was mainly the
work of Stephen de Langton, and forms his
claim tocternal memory. Rome never clad|Charafter
in her purple a man of nobler nature, or onep! La"s-
who more refolutely, when he left the councils
of the Vatican, feemed to have left behind him
alfo whatever might impinge upon his obliga-
tions as an Englithman. No name ftands
upon our records worthier of national honour.
In an unlettered age, he had cultivated with
fuccefs not alone the higheft learning, but the
accomplifhments and graces of literature ; and
at a time apparently the moft unfavourable to His fer-
the growth of freedom, he impelled exifting dif- p'ee3
contents, which but for him might have wafted freatom,
themfelves in cafual conflit, to the eftablifh-
ment of thatdeep and broad diftinction between
a free and a defpotic monarchy, of which our
hiftory, through all the varying fortunes and
difafters that awaited it, never afterwards loft
the trace. Even while he perfonally controlled
the treacherous violence of the King, he gave
fteady dire&ion to the ftill wavering defigns of
the Barons ; and among the fecurities obtained Tuciday
on the firft day at Runnymede for due obfer- jup,
vance of the bond or deed which the King'lfls;j
was to be called upon to fign, probably none ﬂrﬁuz,’,}.
infpired greater confidence than that which mede.
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Faithin  configned for a certain fpecified time to Lang-
Langton. ¢on’s cuftody the Tower and the defences

of London. This and other guarantees

conceded, the various heads of grievance
and propofed means of redrefs were one by
one difcuffed; and, the document in which
they were reduced to legal fhape having
Fourth | been formally admitted by the Sovereign, on
day: "the fourth day from the opening of the

i(i::::ie.r conference, Fridaﬁ the lgth of !unc, 1215‘,
there was unrolled, read out aloud, an
fubfcribed by John, the inftrument which
at laft embodied, in fifty-feven chapters, the
completed demands of the confederacy,
and is immortalifed in hiftory as the Great
Charter.
Itsgeneral  The Great Charter, it is hardly neceffary to
charaltery ys nothing to do with the creation of
our liberties. Its inexpreflible value was, that
Confimadit corre¢ted, confirmed, and re-eftablifhed an-
2’:&:; cient and indifputable, though continually
liberties. violated, public rights ; that it abolithed the
worft of the abufes which had crept into exifting
laws; that it gave an improved tone, by giving
a definite and fubftantial form, to future po-
pular defires and afpirations ; that, without
attempting to frame a new code, or even to
inculcate any grand or general principles of
legiflation, it did in effe& accomplith both,
becaufe, in infifting upon the juft difcharge of
ll:ﬁncipl, fpecial feudal relations, it affirmed a principle
feRtinit of equity which was found generally applicable
far beyond them ; that it turned into a tangi-
ble poffeffion what before was fleeting and
undetermined ; and that, throughout the cen-




§ 1. The Plantagenets : The Great Charter. 19 °

turies which fucceeded, it was violated by all
our kings and appealed to by every ftruggling
fe&ion of our countrymen.

To very many of its provifions no reference
needs to be made, beyond the mention that
they redrefled grievances of the milita
tenants, hardly intelligible fince the downfall
of the fyftem of feuds, but then very feverely
felt. Reliefs were limited to a certain fum, Remedial
as fixed by ancient precedent; the wafte com- provifions.
mitted, and the unreafonable fervices exaéted,
by guardians in chivalry, were reftrained ; the
difparagement in matrimony of female wards
was forbidden ; and widows were fecured from
compulfory marriage and other wrongs. Its
remedies on thefe points were extended not to
the vaffals only, but to the fub-vaffals of the
Crown. At the fame time the franchifes, the Gyaran.
ancient liberties and free cuftoms, of the City tees of
of London, and of all towns and boroughs, franchifes.
were declared to be inviolable. Freedom of
commerce was alfo guaranteed to foreign mer-
chants, with a provifo to the King to arreft
them for fecurity in time of war, and keep
them until the treatment of our own merchants
in the enemy’s country fhould be known.
The tyranny exercifed in conne&ion with the
Royal Forefts was effectively controlled ; and
a remedy was applied to that double grievance
of expenfe and delay, long bitterly felt, to Redress of
which private individuals were fubje®ted when f:r’.fg“’l
profecuting fuits in the King’s court, by the g
neceflity of following the King in his perpe-
tual progrefles. “Common Pleas fhall not
¢« follow our court,” faid this memorable pro-

02
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vifion of Magna Charta, ¢ but fhall be held
“ in fome certain place.”

As firiking a provifion had relation to the
levy of aids and fcutages, and this, which was
not in the articles firft fubmitted to the King,
appears to have originated during the four
days’ conference at Runnymede. The fre-
quency of foreign expeditions had given a
very onerous charader to thefe aids; always
liable to be farmed out with peculiar circum-
ftances of hardthip, and lately become of
nearly annual recurrence. But the provifionin
queftion now limited the exaétion of them to the
three acknowledged legal occafions—theKing’s
perfonal captivity, the knighthood of his
eldeft fon, and the marriage of his eldeft
daughter ; and in cafe aid or fcutage thould be
required on any other grounds, it rendered
neceflary the previous confent of the Great
Council of the tenants of the crown. It pro-
ceeded then to enumerate the conftituent parts
of this Council, as to confift of archbithops,
bifhops, abbots, earls, and greater barons, who
fhould be fummoned perfonally by writ ; and
of all other tenants in chief of the crown, who
fhould be fummoned generally by the fheriff:
and it ordered the iffue ofy fummons forty
days beforehand, with fpecification of time
and place, and intended fubje& of difcuffion.
Nor did anything in the Charter, notwith-
ftanding the careful limitation of the article to
royal tenants and to purpofes of fupply, prove
fo hateful to fucceeding princes as this latter
ftipulation. It was foon formally expunged,
and was never formally reftored; yet in its
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place arofe filently other and lal%er privileges,
fuch a3 no one was found darihg enough in
later years to violate openly.

Upon many {maller though very falutary Minor
provifions which, relating to the better admi- provifions.
niftration of juftice, to the ftriGter regulation
of affize, to mitigation of the rights of pre-
emption poffefled by the Crown, and to the
allowance of liberty of travel to every free-
man excepting in time of war, took a com-
paratively narrow and local range, it is not
neceflary to dwell. I proceed to name thofe
grander provifions which proved applicable to
all places and times, and were found to hold
within them the germ of our greateft confti-
tutional liberties.

Thefe were the claufes which Froteé’ted the Securities
perfonal liberty and property of all freemen, .0y ;m_y
by founding acceffible fecurities againft arbi- perty.
imprifonment and arbitrary ({:poliation.

“We will not fell, we will not refu

e, we willJuttice not
== lto be de-
¢ 1iot_deler, Tight or JUILICE to any one,” Wasteq or

the fimple and noble protelt againit a cuftomffold.
never thenceforward to be practifed withou
fecret crime or open fhame. In the fame

great {pirit, the thirty-ninth claufe, beginr}nlinﬁ
with that rude Tatimty of nullus liber homo whic
Lord Chatham tho;yght worth all_the Claﬂi:gs, ¢ Nullus
1pulated that no freeman ihou arre Cdkber "
or imprifoned, or diffeifed of his land, or out-pome-
lawed, or deftroyed in any manner; nor fhould
the King go upon him, nor fend upon him,
but by the lawful judgment of his peers, or by

the law of the land. And a fupplementary All free
claufe, not lefs worthy, provided that earls and
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tried by barons fthould be amerced by their peers only,

their * and according to the nature of their offence ;

P™ " that freemen fhould not be amerced heavily

for a fmall fault, but after the manner of the

default, nor above meafure for a great tranf-

greflion ; and that fuch amerciaments—{aving

always to the frecholder his frechold, to the

merchant his merchandife, and to a villein his

implements of hufbandry—fhould be impofed

by the oath of the good men of the neigh-

bourhood. It was at the fame time provided

that every liberty and cuftom which the King

had granted to his tenants, as far as concerned

him, fhould be obferved by the clergy and

laity towards their tenants, as far as concerned

Extenfion them ; thus extending the relief generally, as

of reliefto before remarked, to the fub-vaffals as well as
fals. vaffals, but reftri@ing it ftill to the freeman.

Manifeft as were Elch reftri®ions and omif-

fions in the Charter, however, and limited as

the bearing feemed to be even of its greateft

remedial claufes, thefe did not avail againtt its

mighty and refiftlefs effect through the fucceed-

Effec of ing centuries. Its framers might have paufed,

Charterin could they wholly have forefeen or known

atertimes. what it involved; and that under words in-

tended only to be applicable to the relations of

feudal power, lay concealed the moft extended

truths of a juft and equitable polity. By the

very right they claimed to deny prote&ion to

ferfs, the bonds of ferfdlom were for ever

Its power [broken. By the authority they affumed of

3;:‘?““ protefting againft the power of taxation in a

prince, they forfeited the power of taxation in

a like cafe which they believed they had re-

——

R w—
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ferved to themfelves. They could not affert Subftance
a principle, and reftri& its operation and con- g,‘:mt
fequences. They could not infift upon regular )
meetings of the Great Council with the pur-

pofe of controlling the King, and prevent the
ultimate admiffion into it of forms of popular

ele@tion which were moft effeGtually to control

the Nobility. If required to convey by a

fingle phrafe the truth embodied in the Great
Charter, it might be fimply and {ufhciently

exprefied as refiftance to irrcfg{c_mﬁble g(ranny;

and this fubftantially 1s the fame, under the

ftuff jerkin of the peafant and under the coat

of mail of the baron. In all the ftruggles of Violations
freedom, therefore, which filled the centurics:‘e":i;?sf;f
after Runnymede, it played the moft confpi- Charter.
cuous part 3 and from the folid vantage ground
it eftablithed, each freth advance was always
made. Never, at any new effort, were its
watchwords abfent, or its provifions vainly ap-
pealed to; although, when old Sir Edward
Coke arofe to fpeak in the third parliament of F
James the Firft, the neceflity had arifen no lefs
than thir?—two times to have them folemnly
reaffirmed and re-eftablithed.  Thirty-two
feveral times had they then been deliberatel
violated Dy profligate minifters and Taxtﬁlcis

Aimdy twice had this wrong been fuffered HenryITL
in the reign fucceeding John’s, when, fix years 125:
after the Regent Pembroke’s death, and while
the perfon of the young King was under the
guardianfhip of a Poitevin bifhop, Peter des
Roches, formerly a tool of John’s, there was
fummoned the earlieft Great Council which
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Eatliet  bore the ominoys name of Parliament. The
goundil Court’s urgent neceflities had called 1t together :
Partlia-  but, upon the demand for a fubfidy, freth viola-
ment.  tions of the Charter were made broadly the
ground for refufing to give; and it was only at
length conceded, in the fhape of a fifteenth of
supply all movables, upon receipt of guarantees for
Voot~ a more firi® obfervance of the Charter, and
redres, with the condition that the money fo raifed
thould be placed in the treafury, and none of it
taken out before the King was of age, unlefs
for the defence of the realm, and in the pre-

Control  fance of fix bifhops and fix earls. As far as I
of mone

by parliadam aware, this is the firft example of parlia-
ment. mengz control brought face to iace thi'i' the
royal prerogative, and the tranfation contained
in the germ whatever has been worthieft of a
free people in our hiftory.
ﬁppeﬂllﬁ' Indirectly may be traced to it, among other
,,,j;‘gple, incidents very notable, that proclamation from
Henry the Third, fummoning his people to
take part with him againft the barons and great
lords, which was one of the moft memorable
of the precedents unrolled by Sir Robert
Cotton and Sir Edward Coke when the ftruggle
with the Stuarts began. It was then late in
the reign; but Henry was only feeking to
better the inftru&ion received in his nonage
Similar  from appeals exaétly fimilar addreffed to the
3ppeal people by the Barons, while their conflict fill
Barons. continued with Peter des Roches. The wily
Poitevin, galled by the conditions attached to
the fubfidy, precipitated the young King into
further difputes; in the courfe of which, offices
of truft were gradually taken from the Englifh
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barons and filled by foreigners brought over Jealoufy
into England. The men of old family, wedded fv"; ;‘:::
now to the land of their fathers as jealoufly as )
the Saxon had been, faw themfelves difplaced
for the French jefter, tool, or pander; and
thefe fo-called Norman chiefs turned for fym-
pathy and help to a people no longer exclufivel
either Norman or Saxon, but united infeparably,
on their Englifh foil.

Hiftorians have been very reluctant to admit
fo early an intrufion of the popular element
into the government of the Plantagenets; and
it is ftill the cuftom to treat of this particular
reign as a mere ftruggle for the predominance Struggle
of ariftocracy or monarchy. But beneath the for Power
furface, the other and more momentous power formed to
is vifible enough, as it heaves and ftirs the war °.f1
outward agencies and figns of authority ; and P""“P
what might elfe have been a paltry ftruggle,
eafily terminable, for court favour or military
predominance, was by this converted into a
war of principles, awful and irreconcilable,
which ran its courfe with varying fortune
through all fubfequent time. The merchantsjRife of
and tradefmen of the towns are now firft recoF anf{?:é‘e'z
nifable as an independent and important clafs.Jmen.
They have been enriched by that very inter
courfe with foreigners which was fo hateful to
the clafs above them. They are invefted with
privileges wrung from the poverty of their
lords. They are no longer liable to individual
fervices, but in place of them are paying com-
mon rents. They have guilds and charters Guilds
inviolable as the fees of the great proprietors ; E“;mm
and, incident to thefe, the right, as little now
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to be difputed as that of the feudal fuperior

had been, to hold fairs and demand tolls, to

choofe their own magiftrates and ena& their

Privileges own laws. On the hearing of fuch men, the

and rights provifions of the Great Charter, read aloud

middle from time to time in their County Courts,

caf.  could not have fallen as a mere empty found.

What was fo proclaimed might be but half-

enfranchifement ; it could indeed be little more,

while ferfdlom remained in the claffes direély

beneath them ; but it pointed to where freedom

was, accuftomed them to its claims and forms,

and helped them onward in the direction where

it lay. They joined the Barons againft the
foreign favourite.

}(:g’s The confli® had continued fome time, and

for parlia- FlENTy Was twenty-fix years old, when his

ment not neceffities again compelled him to call together

‘l"z’z‘d’ a ‘Parliamcnt; but twice his bidding was re-

" 4 fufed, and the meflengers who bore the refufal

might have added the unwonted tidings, that

fongs fung againft the favourite, and filled

W T T e ight daily

be heard in the ftreets. Amid other figns and

portents of focial change had now arifen the

Political political ballad. In it fhone forth the firft

ballads. & o0rg effigies of the Poitevin bithop of Win-

chefter ; nimble at the counting of money as

he was flow in expounding the gofpel ; fitting

paramount, not in Winchefter, but in Ex-

chequer; pondering on pounds, and not upon

his holy book; poftponing Luke to lucre;

and fetting more ftore by a handful of marks

Attack §than by all the do&rines of their namefake

upon the " faint, Would the King avoid the thipwreck

Favourite,




§ 1. The Plantagenets: Henry IlI. 27

of his kingdom ? afked the finger. Then let
him fhun for ever the ftones and rocks (Roches)
in his way. Quickly, too, were thefe warn-
ings followed up. By no lefs a perfon than
Pembroke’s fon, the dard of rebellion was
let loofe in the Welth diftriGts; the clergy, General
opprefled by tax and tallage from Rome, began difcon-
to take part in the general difcontent; and in
midft of a feaft at the palace, Edmund of
Canterbury (Langton’s (gcceﬂ'or prefent

imielf with a ftatement of national grievances
and a demand for immediate redrefs. HegGriev-
reminded the King that his father had wellf "0 "
nigh forfeited his crown; he told him thatRedress
the Englith people would never fubmit to befemanded-

municate all who any longer refuled, 1n th
mdangcr, to fupport the reform of the
government and the welfare of the nation.

That was in February, 1234. In April, aParli-
parliament had affembled, Peter and his Poi- ment
tevins were on their way home acrofs the fea, and Favou-

the minifters who had made themfelves hateful rite dif-

were difmiffed, and the oppofition barons were 'prﬂ,'
In power. 1234

This will read like the language of a modern
day ; but if fuch events have any hiftoric fig-
nificance, they eftablith what in the modern
phrafe can only properly be defcribed as minif-
terial refponfibility and parliamentary control. o ini{!ieri-
Nor were they the folitary or ifolated events g, by
of their clafs which marked the feeling of the Parlia-
time. Againand again, during this prolonged mertecy
reign, the fame incidents recur, in precifely
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the fame circle of refiftance and fubmiffion.

There is an urgent requeft for money, which

is contemptuoufly refufed ; but on a promife

to redrefs grievances, the fubfidy is given.

Then, Court coffers being full, Court pledges

Difirefs, are violated ; until again diftrefs brings round
Redres, the old piteous petition, and, with new condi-
"l‘d Sup- tions of reftraint and conflitutional fafeguards
Py before undemanded, affiftance is rendered again.
In five years from the incident I have named,

fthe money fo granted by Parliament was paid

into the hands of felected Barons, with as ftrict

rovifo for account as modern parliaments

have claimed over public expenditure ; and in

?«uritiss two years more, on the payment of certain
for public monies to the Exchequer, the City of London
exacted a ftipulation that the Jufticiary, Chan-

cellor, and Treafurer might thereafter be ap-
pointed with the confent of Parliament, and

hold their offices only during good behaviour.

And, at the very time when public faith was

thus beginning to be exa&ed and recognifed,

Law & law was taking the form of a fyftem. It was
ﬁ:}ﬁ,;, " now that Bra&ton produced that treatife which
1250.  went far in itfelf to eftablith uniformity of
legal practice, and fo create our common law ;

nor had the reign for which this might have

fufficed as the fole diftinétion, reached its clofe,

before the fame great lawyer found himfelf

able to reckon as fuperior to the King ¢ not

“ only God and the law by which he is made

curia | “ king, but his Great Court (Curia Regis) ;
Regis: § ¢<¢ {5 that if he were without a bridle, that s,
‘¢ the law, they ought to put a bridle upon

¢ him.” This Court, this Curia Regis, con-
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fiting of Chief Jufticiary, ghgiﬂlor, Con-gCabinet of

ﬂ:a\bleg Mariga!, EﬁamEﬂam, tewatd, andfc King.

‘Mrcr, was what in modern time might b

called the Cabinet of the King.
Butm moft conne&s

this thirteenth century with the ftruggles of

the feventeenth, and with the affociations of

modern time, remains to be commemorated.

Beyond doubt or queftion, and after due allow-

ance for differences in a difcuffion where the

moft learned and calm of antiquarians have

not been able wholly to diveft themfelves of A memo-

party zeal, in the E@t Council which met at }:}:};l;{'
Wcﬁminfter on the 2nd of May, 1228, ori- 2nd May,
inateq the [Joufe of Commons as a iega?te'"S"

Erancﬂ of the State.

nder the earlieft Norman kings, what was TheGreat

called the Great Council appears to have been So4ncl

only another form of the Saxon Wign. A Normans:
greater mifapprehenfion of our conftitutional

hiftory can hardly exift than that which would

affe® to difcover in it any aGtual commence-

ment of our modern Houfe of Lords. The

idea of an hereditary Houfe of Lords did not Nota

at that time exit in England. A barony ﬁ’r‘ﬁf’f
confifted of fo many knights’ fees; in otherg™
words, of fo many eftates from which the
fervices of a knight were due; and a baron
claimed his barony not as a lord (even the
coronet was not worn until nlmch later), but

as a proprietor. The Council, in fhort, was'Not here-
di{’cixﬁftlép rc;refentatwe. The “dignity 'vTa's'diw)}vb“'
territorial, refulting from the poffeflion of fiefs b oot
of land; and if thofe fiefs were forfeited,
alienated, or loft, the dignity departed with
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them. But it is not difficult to difcern how
a larger parliamentary fyftem would almoft
neceffarily arife out of fuch baronial tenures.
Germs  Through all the differences and diffenfions of
2}’1';‘;" the many learned perfons by whom thefe
fytem. matters have been difcuffed, and without
touching the vexed queftions which their learn-
ing has left ftill unfolved, it feems tolerably
clear that, whether or not tenure by knight’s
fervice in chief was originally diftin& from
tenure by barony, they had become fo feparated
fome time before the reign of John. Tenants
Break-up in chief appear to have comprifed, in the firft
:‘fe;l;“ ¢ inftance, only the King’s immediate vaffals ;
Council. but as time wore on they could not fo be
reftrited. Many of the greater baronies fplit
up and became divided; while the name of
baron, no matter what number of fees it repre-
fented, or for the feudal fervice of how few or
how many knights it may have been refponfible,
was ftill retained.
Diftinc- But this led to a natural jealoufy on the part
;z‘;;‘:;} of the greater proprietors; and in time to a
rank.  broad diftin&ion, in name at leaft, between
the more important of thofe barons who held
by their honours or baronies, and the leffer
proprietors whom grants of efcheated honours
might newly have created, or whofe ancient
rights had been reduced by efcheat or decay.
A tenant in chief was now not neceffarily a
baron; or he might be a baron of inferior
Varieties grade. It is more difficult to determine what
}:,:;;’ngf regulated the iffue of writs of fummons ; but

it feems probable that the fame jealoufy to
which allufion has been made, brought alout
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the diftin@ion firft obfervable in John’s reign,
between the greater baron fummoned by his
@cial writ, and the inferior tenants in chief
called together by a fummons directed to their
fheriff. It is clear alfo, that, though all were
entitled to fummons, the mere right of tenure
could not difpenfe with its forms; and an
unfummoned tenant, without reforting to fuch
remedies as might compel the ifTue of the writ,
could not take his place in the Council.

Up to this point, it will be obferved, the Peculiari-
principle is diftin&ly that of feudal reprefenta- ;.;‘d:f
tion. The immediate vaffals of the Crown, reprefen-
reprefenting certain land, poffefs the perfonal tation.
right to be prefent in parliament. They are
the liegemen of the Sovereign; and by the
univerfal feudal compa®&, though aid could be
afked of the liegeman, the man’s confent was Aid for
neceflary to legalife the aid; while the fame 5;“’1“"
relation, implying proteCtion from the lord,
conveyed a further right to infift upon corre-
fponding guarantees. In this view, the prefence
of both larger and leffer tenants was required,
and was even exacted by the Crown as needful
to the authority and execution of alaw. But, Lefler
as the inferior tenants increafed in number, the [thams
tax for parliamentary attendance on men of ed by
fmaller fortunes became intolerable ; and their larger.
confent and attendance came to be implied in
that of the greater barons. Still, they were
fuppofed to be in the Council; and it feems
to me that to the mere form and legal fition
thus reforted to, may be traced the gradual
tranfition from a feudal to a real reprefentation.

The fure though filent power, with which a Tranfition
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from feu. growing fociety of men will modify and adapt
;‘i“htt‘;_ real gld inftitutions to new neceflities, at once
g widening and ftrengthening their foundations,
is for the moft part happily unknown to thofe
who might otherwife not unfuccefsfully ftrive

to control it.

As the inferior tenants in chief withdrew
gradually from the Council, its component
members became reftri&ed to the bithops and
abbots, the earls and barons, the minifters and
judges, and neighbouring knights holding of

Language the Crown. But the language of the writs
of wits of continued to imply a much larger attendance.
When, for example, the Great Charter was con-
firmed in the ninth year of Henry’s reign, the
roll informs us that at the fame time a fifteenth
had been granted in return by the bifhops,
Ficions €arls, barons, knights, free tenants and all of
foreha-  the kingdom (et omnes de regno nofirodnglie);
‘ti:l‘:ll:sl.g and when a forticth was granted feven years
later, there is put forth, as having concurred
in the grant, the ftrange and ominous combina-
tion of bifhops, earls, barons, knights, freemen
and willeins.  This was indeed a fi&ion, but
with an expanding germ of truth. The con-
fent of particular claffes was to be underftood,
as a matter of courfe, to have been included in
Forms  that of others. But the very emptieft acknow-
Subisace ledgment of a right is precious. The right
itfelf waits only its due occafion to affume the
fubftance and importance of reality.

Nor had the Englifh freeman, even under
his earlieft Norman kings, been wholly with-
out the means of knowing what reprefentation
meant. When the Conqueror or his fons had
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any fpecial reafon to make inquiry into their

own rights ; when particular wrongs of the
people reached them, or when peculations were
charged againft their barons or officers; no- Commif-
thing was more common than a commiffion ,ﬁ:;':lf; in
of knights in each fhire, not fimply named by thires.
the Sovereign (as when the Conqueror iffued

an inquiry into the details of the Saxon law),

but quite as frequently elected in the County

Court, whofe bufinefs it was to proceed from
hundred to hundred, to make the inveftigation

upon oath, and to lay its refult before the King

in council. The Great Charter contained a‘

rovifion for “the election of twe!EE EE:EEts
1)5 tEE Eéxt court o% cach countg' to_ingui )
ito foreft abufes. In the {eventh year o? tﬁc Pld in-
feign now under notice, every fheriff was adaptedto
ordered to inquire, by means of twelve lawful new ufes.
and difcreet knights, what fpecial privileges ****
exifted in his fhire on the day of the firft out-
break between John and his barons. And in
the year of the affembling of the Great Council
to which thefe remarks apply, a commiffion

of four knights in each county received it in
charge to inquire into certain excefles com-
mitted by men in authority. In relation to County

the levy of fubfidies alfo, the fame rule came FPref™

to be adopted. The moft ancient example on begins.
record of a fubfid zgat o! xzoij is found to

fRave been colledted y the itinerant judges ;

but only thirteen years later, the ofiice of Co %aﬂs&w\.
letion 1s leen to Ee ae?umd to the fheriff, inj; ,;;x 78
conjun&ion with two knights to be chofen injizzo.

a full court of the county, with the confent o
all the fuitors. '

D
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" Was it not obvious that fuch ufage as this
muft grow as the people grew? Were not the
colle&tion of taxes, and reports of grievances,
manifeft fteps to a power over the money
collected, and to a right of petition againft
the grievances expofed? Is it difficult to
difcern, throughout thefe efforts of Norman
royalty to check the excefs of its minifters, and
obtain the co-operation of its people, the vague

tormation formation of that authority and houfe of the

of autho-
rity of

Commons, which was to prove more formidable

Commons. than either of the powers it was called into

Gradual
fteps
thereto.
1214,

Scheme
to obtain
money
from
thires,

1254

exiftence to control ?

Soon what was vague became more diftin&.
It wanted yet two years of the date of the Great
Charter, when a writ was ifflued marking the
firft undoubted tranfition towards the change
fo vaft and fo memorable. This contained a
Wmmons  for mllltary fervice, with an order
that four difcreet knights of the county thould
be fent to Oxford without arms to treat with
the King concerning the affairs of the kingdom.
In other words, it was a fummons to Par-
liament, in terms the {fame as thofe of a later
period;; and it was followed, after an interval
of forty years, by another and more decifive
inftance. 'While Henry the Third was on
the continent in 1264, his Queen and Regents
fummoned the tenants in chief to fail to his
afliftance; and gave order, in the fummons,
that ¢befides thefe, two lawful and difcreet
¢ knights _fhould be cfofen by the men of
« everﬁ county, in the place o¥ all and each

“ of them, to aflemble at Weftminfter, and

«“ to determine with the Kmights of the other
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“ counties what aid they would grant to their
¢« Sovereign in his prefent neceflity, fo that
¢« the fame knights might be able to anfwer,
“in the matter of the faid aid, for their
¢ refpe@ive counties.”

Of the meaning of fuch a writand its return, Knights
there cannot furely be a queftion ; nor isit eafy {2 2nvrer
to underftand the difcuffion it has provoked. counties.
Call it fingular, anomalous, or by what name’
may moft {uitably exprefs its irregular character;
except it from ordinary parliaments, and call it
a convention ; ftill the undeniable fa& remains,
that it was a fcheme to obtain money from
the Commons of the various counties, and
that to this end it prefcribed the eletion of Reprefen-
reprefentatives whofe deliberation and affent 7002 %
fhould control thofe of their conftituents. The taes.
language of the writ conne&s itfelf undoubt-
edly with that of its predeceflor in the fifteenth
of John; and it is quite immaterial whether
or not the barons, and higher tenants in chief,
were fummoned to fit with thefe knights,
Enough that the Commons of the fhires were
thus admitted to a co-ordinate fhare in the
impofition and voting of taxes ; for, whatever One
antiquarians may urge as to Parliament’s ufe hamber
of one chamber at Weftminfter up to the minfter:
middle of the third Edward’s reign (abundant fparate
proof exifts of feparate fittings in other parts elfewhere.
of England), it 1s fufficiently clear that the
voting muft always have been by each order
feparately, and without interference from each
other. The mere circumftance of the different
proportions of taxation would eftablith this.

In the thirty-eighth of Henry the Third, Admiffion

»3
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of third then, the principle of a real reprefentation had

eftste.  become part of the conftitution of England,

and the third eftate of the realm took a dire®

fhare in its government. Yet, momentous as

the conceflion was, it had been obtained by no

violent effort, but fimply as the unavoidable

refult of the increafing importance of the

people. From lefler they had rifen quietly to

Knights " higher duties. The knight, whofe bufinefs

f‘:r:;‘h it had been to affefs fubfidies, had found gradual

" admiffion by the fide of the earls and barons,

to help in thedifpofition and diftribution of the

money obtained ; and that he and his fellows

were fo received diftin@ly as the deputies

of others, appeared even in the remuneration

Lordspay, fet apart for them. Great men, fuch as earls

fl:‘e'l‘:,%;‘n and barons, who attended in their own right,

right.  paid their own charges; but men of {maller

fubftance, who had undertaken merely to

tranfa& bufinefs for others, were held to have

a title to compenfation from thofe in whofe

behalf they a&ted. As they were paid for

their labour in affeflment, fo for their facrifice

of time and labour in reprefentation they were

Knights paid. Wherefore a rate levied on the county

arepaidy difcharged their expenfes for fo many fpecified
others, days, in ¢ going, ftaying, and returning.”

On another branch of this inquiry, too, which

has been fadly encumbered with needlefs learn-

County ing and mifplaced vehemence of difcuffion, the

o co rate would feem to have an important

e Bearing. 1t has been affumed, by tho{Ee anti-

quarians who would narrow as much as poffible

the bafis on which our freedom is built, that

the reprefentative knights, as reprefenting
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fimply the inferior tenants in chief from whofe

relu®dnce to attend in Parliament they firft

derived importance, are not to be taken to

have had relation to the county atlarge. But

this affumption is negatived by every reafon-

able fuppofition. The wages of the knights Wages of

were levied on the whole county (de communi- {‘“i.gd“

tate comitatis) ; and the mefne tenant could entine

hardly have been denied aright, to the fupport county.

of which he was obliged to contribute. That

what concerned all fhould be approved by all,

was a maxim not unufed by even Norman

kings. Tge lan;guage of the writs of ele&ion,

alfo, cited wit rdonable exultation

Prynne i the carl Elttln s of the Long Parlia-

ment, 1S clear an& !pea;hxc. The tenants in

chief are never mentioned in them; while

tenants of the Crown implied tenants both by

free and by military fervice. The condition Elegion

required of the candidate, was to be difcreet by full

and lawful; of the ele@ors, to be fuitors of Gourt.

the county ; and of the elettion, to be made

in a full court. A full County Court was

always the leaft feudal of the modified feudality

that lingered in England. It comprifed all All free-

frecholders ; whether of the King, of a mefne holders

lord, or by military or any free fervice; and "%

in the reign of Henry the Third therefore, not

lefs certainly than in that of Vi&oria the Firft,

the knights of the fhire reprefented, without And re-

regard to the quality of tenure, the whole body prefented

of freeholders. of thire,
Still, they were knights. Their ftation

affociated them with the earls and barons. They

were part of what in feudal inftitution was
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held to be a lower nobility. They ranked
Refults above the ordinary burgefs or citizen. They
of fach  reprefented the power of the Commons, but
reprefen- they were not commoners ; even when the
commoners fat apart, they continued to fit with
the barons ; and as yet no man feems to have
dreamt that the clafs even lower than theirs
could ever be raifed to the national councils,
whether in feparate, co-ordinate, or fubordi-
nate rank. Though the principle which by
eafieft preflure expanded to admit them, had
been winning its gradual way for centuries to
the acknowledgment it had at laft obtained,
Ages pre- yet that lower clafs were ftill fhut out. But,
pare what what ages and generations are needed to pre-
produces. pare, the man and the hour accomplith ; and
both were at hand when the Great Council,
having met at Weftminfter on the 2nd of
May, 1258, yielded to the demand of Simon
. de Montfort that a parliament fhould meet at
Six event® Oxford in June. The ftruggle which then

ful years. began, filled more than fix eventful years;

but W, never to be forgotten
ig %ngl ory, an oq ;EE IZtE Eece“m_ser,
12 writs went forth calling together re-

‘#rﬁtaﬁvcs from the counties, cities, and
Eoroughs, to meet the prelates and great
lords: and the firft ena@ment of that moft
Writs f8r memorable aflfemblage, giving folemn confir-
ﬁ;ﬁ Houfe mation to charters and ordinances, ran as by
of Com{ common confent ¢ of the King, his fon Ed-

14th Dec, ““ ward, the prelates, earls, barons, and com-

28 e q*“a of the realm.”
at,from the pofition thus gained, the com-

monalty never again were diflodged, is the fuffi-
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cient anfwer to thofe who would afcribe the
viGory lefs to the caufes I have retraced than

to the fudden needs of a faction of the barons.

As of right the commonalty took, and they Rights
kept, the place to which they were called ; and g2ined
we may difmifs as of the leaft poflible import- ;::;d
ance the queftion whether the power was always.
ufurped that called them. Their exiftence

once recognifed, no man was found to gain-

fay it; their pofition and place once difcovered,
everything helped to make it more decifively{
plain. In the reigns of the firft and fecond Power of
Edwards, and their fucceflors, we find them in S,‘:'f;g;‘,’.
actual efficiency as a branch of the State ; and ing.

in fpite of the weaker princes, as with the help

of the wifer and ftronger, their power was ftill

to grow.

Edward the Firft had not occupied his Edward I.
fatfleT’s throne three years, when a ftatute was 7%
paffed that forafmuch as eletion ought to be
free, no man by force of arms, nor by malice
or menacing, fhould difturb any to make free
eletion. It was in this reign alfo (when fo_
many great im in the laws were
effected that to Edward has been afcribed the

% too lofty title of the Englith Juftinian) that gl.gion
* the refidents of the various counties, in which of Sheriffs.
the Jury Syftem had been finally confolidated,
obtained the power, afterwards furrendered
and loft, of eletting their own fheriffs. In
the thirteenth of the fame prince, what proved
ST T b S the fyftem
it was meant to guard was ftruck by the arm-§
ing of all claffes : for then was paffed the Great Great
Statute of Winchefter, by which every man in Statute of
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Winche- the kingdom, ‘according to the quantity of his
ter, 1284, Jands and goods, was affefled and {worn to
carry weapons. The lefflon had now been
taught to two eftates of the realm, that in the
third, as yet unknown to itfelf, the fupreme
force lay ; and the ability or power moft effec-
tively to make common caufe with the third,
was hereafter to be the meafure of gain or lofs
to either of the other two. A curious example
Edward  prefents itfelf in the fucceeding reign. Under
L. 1307. Edward the Second, when beyond all queftion
the Commons fat, as well as voted, apart from
the temporal and fpiritual Barons, numerous
Creation boroughs were exprefily created with the defign
of Royal of ftrengthening the regal as oppofed to the
roughs. . .. .
ariftocratic influences; and it was alfo then
that, ina very remarkable ftatute, equal legif-
lative power with the other eftates was claimed
for the commonalty, not as a new pretenfion,
Equal but as a fundamental ufage of the realm.
power ¢ The matters,” they faid, ““to be eftablifhed
caimed <« for the eftate of the king and of his heirs,
mons,  ‘“ and for the eftate of the realm and of the
¢ people, fhall be treated, accorded, and eftab-
¢¢ lithed in parliament, by the king, and by the
‘“aflent of the prelates, earls, and barons,
‘ and the commonaity of the realm, according
Provifion ¢ as hath been before actuftomed.” Then, too,
for affem- the Great Charter was again confirmed, with
Para.  the ftriking addition of  forafmuch as many
ments. § ¢¢ people be aggrieved by the king’s minifters
“ againft right, in refpe& of which grievances
‘“ no one can recover without a common par-
¢ liament, we do ordain that the king fhall
« hold a parliament once ifi the year, or twice

l'th
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¢ if need be.” In the fucceeding reign fix Confirm-
erent ftatutes confirmed and ftill more 2fions
enlarged its provifions; and when both the Charter.
firft and the third Edward, in the plenitude
of their power and their fuccefs, attempted
without dire& authority from Parliament to
impofe taxes on the people, they both had
to fuffer defeat. Edward the Firft ftruggled Attempts
long to reverfe that decifion ; and in the end [0 imPofe
had but to enter into more fpecial covenants without
that he would never again levy aid without t‘:;‘
the affent and good-will of the eftates of the
realm. From the weak government of his fon
and fucceffor, the power was decifively wrefted ;
and money fupplies were almoft always after- Money
wards, or at leaft with rare exceptions, made &,’f :'“
conditional, not merely that the fpecific fervices condi-
for which they were voted might be fecured, tionak
but that, as the voluntary gift of lords and
commons, they fhould not by any pretence be
drawn into precedents as of right or force.
The long and remarkable reign of Edward
the Firft’s grandfon is the date of the Statute

of Tgeafons, opg.of the greateft gains fo con-
m‘m}. It limited the crime,fstatute of
fore vague and uncertain, to three principal Treafons.

heads; the confpiring the King’s death, the
levying war againft him, and the adhering tohis
enemies ; and, if any other cafes for queftion
fhould arife, it prohibited the judges from in-
fliGing the penalty of treafon without applica-

tion to Parliament. Then alfo were pafled
thofe memorable a&s againft arbitrary con- Acts
{cription and compulfory prefling of foldiers, 2g2inft

fo repeatedly cited in the confli® with Charles Sf::,r crip-
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the Firft, which faved to every man, except

upon “¢ the fudden coming of ftrange enemies

No forced ¢ into the realm,” the obligation to arm him-
g;‘lg‘::'g“ felf only within his own fhire. Without a
ftruggle of which our records have kept the

ace, thefe popular gains were won. What

eaker fovereigns would have perilled life to
Charalerfhold, the third Edward conceded freely. He
E"‘"‘ n.§was too clear-fighted to grafp at a fhadow
¥ jwhen already he held the fubftance, and he was

oo powerful to fear conceflions that had a

endency without danger to the throne to con-

iliate the other authorities of the realm.

Victorious Peace had her viories for him, therefore, not
in) "ac 2 lefs renowned than thofe which he obtained in
war,  fwar. He could compofe or amufe his reftless
Lords by a politic foundation of the order of

the Garter, as he propitiated his difcontented
Commons by a frank redrefs of the complaint
r grievance. No manlier prince, and none

re prudent or , ever occuata the
ngliih throne. INo influence from the throne

Jhavmg plainer tendencies to popular cultiva-
Firft m

tion, was ever left to a fucceeding age.« He

) had played with confummate genius the part of
e, the firft manin the realm. He had interefted
realm. ff men in himfelf for no apparently felfith reafons,
had juftified his own ambition by the ambition

of a common country, and had aggrandlfed his

own glory as the fummit of the nation’s greater

Intel.  glory. Even his palaces gave the feeling of
letual in- elevation to his people. ~The magnificent
g:";‘;:: ftructures of Weftminfter Hall and Windfor
rank juftly with the intellectual influences that

were then diffufed ; and, as though an era of
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fo/much that was great fhiould niot pals with-~ ~

out a mark to diftinguifh it among even the
greateft of all future time, the poet ChaucerfChaucer:
arofe to charm and inftru® his countrymenf**®
and, by the purification of their native tongue,

to complete the national fame. Nor was this"improve-
(perhaps the higheft diftinction of Edward the ment of
Third’s reign) to pafs without leaving traces En8lih:
in his ftatute-book. ~With much appropriate-

nefs it was enacted, in the thirty-fixth year

of his government, that the Englifh language Adopted
Which }{aa Been thus ennol;lea, Thould In éuture in Parlia-

be ufed as the language of legill n.lentm"s'
1 he greateft of the Edwards governed Eng-
land for fifty -years, and called together feventy

parliaments. He was fucceeded by a prince

of qualities in all refpe@s the reverfe of his,

and whom Parliament depofed.  Yet not more Richard
certainly in the enforced refignation of the IL 1377.
crown which clofed the reign, than in the
rebellion of the ferf-clafs which fignalifed its
commencement, did Richard the Second’s rule

bear teftimony to the ftrength and efficacy of
principles promoted equally by the rule of
Edward. Placed even on the inferior ground Refults of
of a conflié between the higher powers of the Richarl's
State ; calling it mere gain to the King when "

he broke down the exclufive pretenfions of the

great lords by forcing their Houfe to recognife

his writs of fummons, and counting it butas a

new privilege to the Barons when they led

Henry of Lancafter to the throne ; the confe-
quences of this reign were momentous. With

at leaft the nominal co-operation of the con-
ftituted authorities of his empire, a legitimate

Spor
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Peoples King had been depofed; and never was it
power to afterwards difputed, that the folid and fingle
it claim of the dynafty which took his place,
fion:  refted upon the ability of Parliament, or of
the power which thofe Lords and Barons with
Sole claim all England armed behind them reprefented,
g;‘i‘:‘f fo to alter the fucceflion. By the wording of
cafter.  the a&s of fettlement conne@ed with the change,
that moft eflential principle of popular right
was fully admitted; and from  them were
derived the hiftorical and legal precedents
which, down to our own time, have proved
moft advantageous to the people.

The people’s political importance was in fa&
eftablithed by it. It ftruck out from the dic-
tionary of the State the terms of ¢ divine right,’

Terms of and ¢ indefeafible power.” ““I confefs,” faid the
}"!f:";"d's humbled prince to the men who had withdrawn
ubmif- . . .

! fion. their allegiance, ¢ I recognife, and, from cer-
¢¢ tain knowledge, confcientioufly declare, that
¢¢ I confider myfelf to have been, and to be,
¢« infufficient for the government of this king-
““ dom, and for my notorious demerits not
¢¢ undeferving of depofition.” Nor was the
voluntary abdication held fufficient.  The
Houfes of Lords and Commons, in folemn
conclave in the hall at Weftminfter, made

Hisabdi- Richard the Second’s renunciation of his crown

o om. their own compulfory a&, and, amid the fhouts

pulfory. of the common people who had there aflem-
bled, Henry of Lancafter was conduced to
the vacant throne.

Hardly at any preceding period, even among
the Saxons, had the popular principle taken
more vifible thape than on that momentous
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occafion. It was only fome few years before Popular
that the exclufive pretenfions of the barons f;’:;‘g{
had been invaded, by admiffion of regal writs
of fummons into their houfe; and here they
were now themfelves indu&ing a new fovereign
to the feat of fupreme power, with lefs gua-
rantee that he would found his future preten-
fions on the fidelity of their fwords, than that
he would reft it rather on the adhefion of the

ople. From thofe approving fhouts, inpAdhefion
which tg% old Saxon liberti might again feem pf e
pealing through the air, there doubtlefs fellf &
more fafety on the ear of Bolingbroke, than}]
from the mailed tread of the barons who led
him to Richard’s chair. May we not even Solicit-
accept the fancy of the poet whofe genius takes 7! t:‘:e
rank with hiftory, and fuppofe the new fove-
reign of the houfe of Lancafter, for years before
this crowning day, a fuppliant candidate for
the popular cries that at length hailed the
downfall of the family of York ?

Ourfelf, and Buthy, Bagot here, and Green, Shake-
Obferv'd his courtthip to the common people. fpeare’s
How he did feem to dive into their hearts, oling-
‘With humble and familiar courtefy ; broke.

‘What reverence he did throw away on flaves,

Wooing poor craftfmen with the craft of fmiles,

And patient underbearing of his fortune,

As’t were to banifh their affe&ts with. him.

Off goes his bonnet to an oyfter wench ;

A brace of draymen bid . . God fpeed him well. .
And had the tribute of his fupple knee,

With . . ¢ Thanks, my countrymen ! my loving friends!’
As were our England in reverfion his,

And he our fubjeéts’ next degree in hope.

Nor did thefe crafty courtefies ceafe, on HenryIV.
attainment of their firft great obje&. Every 399
popular limitation of his right was accepted
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ungrudgingly by the firft prince of the houfe

King Bo- of Lancafter. Wary as he was bold, the policy

lingbroke. of Bolingbroke continued to be the policy of

Henry the Fourth. The parliamentary autho-

rity which had given him power, and the

popular fympathies which had confirmed his

title, were in every poflible way promoted by

him during the fourteen years of his great

though ftill difputed rule; and no one who

examines the preambles and other wording of

the ftatutes that were paffed in his reign, can

Elevationlfajl to be ftruck with the fenfe of how much

;i::ﬁ:’ the commoneft orders of the people muft have

rifen fince the date of the reign of John, in

all that, with the feeling of perfonal power,

brings the hankering after political privilege,

gradual means to eftimate freedom at its value,

and ftrength ultimately to win it. Henry’s

firft Houfe of Commons re-afferted the right on

which his title was bafed, by taking on itfelf to

recognife his fon as prince of Wales and heir

Paslia. o 2PPArEnt to the throne. This proceeding was

mentary revived and confirmed in the year 1404, when

aflump- Bthe fovereign obtained from the pariiamcnt a

tions. | formal permiffion that the right of fucceflion

to the crown thould bevelted in the prince’s

GroEEe;s, if he himfelf fhould die without

heirs. In 1406 another and greater ftep was

ken, the Commons themfelves in that year

carrying up a petition to Henry, to limit the

Precedenqfiucceflion to his fons and their heirs male.

for Hano-| This was in effe¢t a precedent for the fettle-

vesnfuct ment of the crown in after years on the houfe
1406.  Jof Hanover.

Other precedents, fcarcely lefs important,
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date from this reign, In the firft feffion of No judge
Henry the Fourth, a law was paffed that no { Pl
judge fhould be releafed from the penalty praes,
affixed to the fanction of an iniquitous ac, by
pleading the orders of the king, or even

danger to his own life from the fovereign’s
menaces. In the fecond year of the reign,

the practice which was afterwards one of the
ftrongeft bulwarks of popular privile%c, and

which had now been for fome time fubftan-

tially operative, was formally infifted on as a

right;; and a neceffary fupply was propofed to Claim to
be withheld from the prince until he had an- ;}?e:c;f
fwered a petition of the fubje¢t. The Com- ditionalon
mons in perfon, headed by their Speaker Sir :‘;’fﬁ
Arnold Savage, formally proffered this bold

claim. Three years later, the king was defired

to remove from his houfehold four officers, one

of them his own confeflor, who had given

offence to the Commons; and Henry complied bgeers
with the requeft, that he might not, as he faid, Houfe-
leave the withes of his faithful fubjefts unfa- 2o re-
tisfied. At the fame time he informed them 1404.
that he knew of no offence which the perfons
complained of had committed. In the fixth

year of the fame reign, while the Commons

voted the king fupplies, they appointed trea-

furers of their own to make fure that the

money was difburfed for the pugpofes intended.

In that year, alfo, new laws to regulate par-
liamentmz eleGtions attefted the rapidly in-
creafing ftrength of the third eftate. A ftatute faw for
on ““the grievous complaints of the Commons regulating
¢ againft undue ele@ions for thires from the Ejigions.

¢ partiality of fheriffs,” and directing * that in
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All Free. cc the next County Court, after writs for par-
tovote, ¢ liament are delivered, proclamation fhall be
¢ made of the day and place of the parliament,
¢ and that all they that be there prefent, as
“ well fuitors duly fummoned as others, fhall
¢ proceed to the clection freely and indiffer-
¢ ently, notwithftanding any requeft or com-
“mand to the contrary”—bears date in the

year 1406.
Thelack- That was the year, too, in which the Houfe
larning  of Commons having been afked to grant fup-
ment.  plies, ftartled the King with a plain propofal
1406.  fAthat he fhould feize all the temporalities of the
Church, and employ them as a fund referved
for the exigencies of the State. It is needlefs
to defcribe what the Church was then, or the
extent to which the ill-gotten wealth of the
Accumu- regular clergy had attained. Its accumulation
lationof _had been checked by flatutes of mortmain
property.j under the firft and third Edwards, but thefe
again were ecluded by licences of alienation ;
and the competent evidence of Bifhop Burnet
permits us to add that the hand of a church-
. man is not very ready tolet go what once It has
rmly grafped. Even more ob_lalonaEIe than
the extent of this wealth, was its unequal ap-
Isun- | portionment. While fuch abbots as thofe of
equal diff Reading, Glaftonbury, or Battle, lived with the
tributionf iotous pomp of princes and paffed their days
in feafting, thouffnds of monks, learned and
laborious, were ftruggling with fordid poverty
in its loweft and moft degrading forms. The
proje&t of the Commons included, therefore, a
general and reafonable endowment of all the
clergy, to precede any ftate appropriation of
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the enormous furplus of ecclefiaftical revenues. Propofal

The argument they urged for it, and again and £ ==t
in repeated, was, that fuch exorbitant riches appropria-

no lefs than fuch too fcanty earnings could tend tion.

only to difqualify all fe&ions of hurch for

the due difcharge of minifterial fun&ions; and

though they failed in their immediate purpofe,

and had a heretic or two burned in their faccsl

by way of archiepilcopal revenge, and were ¥ailure of

ausﬁg By the Elgi;er clergy in fcorn a lack- attempt.

learning parliament, they might have felt that,

by the very agitation of fuch a queftion, the

feeds were fown of no partial gain ;1or pofterity.

The Church itfelf had moft reafon to regret

its immediate failure. But it led to fome im-

portant checks on clerical privilege ; and the Thirty-

thirty articles which, two years later, were not “"ici:s.f"

only propofed but conceded, for the regulation of K;nt;?f

of the King’s houfehold and government, have affairs.

been declared by Mr. Hallam, an authority

well entitled to refpect, to form a noble fabric

of conttitutional liberty, hardly inferior to the

petition of right. The Sovereign was required

to govern by the advice of a permanent council ;

and this council, together with all the judges

and the officers of the royal houfcholdj, were

bound by folemn oath to parliament to obferve

and defend the amended inftitutions. It efta-

blifhed in effe&t the principle of minifterial Minifter-

refponfibility ; and itis a remarkable evidence g‘gi{ffl”e“r:

of the fame fpirit, and of the ftrong popular tablithed.

impulfe favoured, if not created, by the accef- *4*°-

fion of the Houfe of Lancafter, that an attempt

made by the Lords to interfere with the

taxation of the people, in the year after the
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Inter- County Ele&ions Bill pafled, was ftrongly
ference  refented and refifted by the Lower Houfe,
with Tax- . .o . .
ation by as in great prejudice and derogation of their
the Lords ]iberties.
refifted. To this, then, had been brought, at the
opening of the fifteenth century, that claim of
a Sovereign Authority which in the older time
had certainly been conceded to the Norman
King. For it would be as idle to doubt in
what divifion of the State the Conqueft tem-
porarily vefted fuch authority, as to deny that
Changes many forms of it ftill were retained long after
fince the its fubftance and vitality had departed. ~ Still,
onqueft. eq L.
for example, the courfe of legiflative procedure
retained veftige of exclufive kingly rule.  Peti-
tions were ftill prefented by the Commons,
confidered by the Lords, and replied to by the
Petitions King; which, being entered on the parliament
and Bills. roll, formed the bafis of legiflation by the
monarch himfelf. Even down to Henry the
Fifth, indeed, on the authority of a fomewhat
remarkable remonftrance found on the roll, we
find it alleged as a not unufual pradice for
the King, taking advantage of the cuftom
which had fo arifen of leaving ftatutes to be
drawn up by the judges from the Petition and
Anfwer during the parliamentary recefs, to
Royal _induce or compel the judges to mifreprefent
Syafion of and falfify the intentions of parliament, by
mentary Producing flatutes to which it had not given
control. affent. But how ftrikingly it proves that the
fovereign authority, as a real working power,
had declined, and that the Houfes, reprefenting
the power which ftood in arms behind them,
had rifen, when fuch artifices were thought
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worth reforting to; and how fignificant the Bills fub-
fatt that in the very next reign even the fituted
form difappeared altogether, and, in place tions.
of the old Petitions, the introdu&ion of
complete ftatutes under the name of Bills

was effected.

What the fword had won the fword fhould Henry v.
keep, faid Henry the Fifth on his acceffion ; 1413.
but what was meant by the faying has its
comment in the fa& that in the year which
witneffed higrwge yielded
to the Houle of Commons the moft ‘Iiheral
mealure of legilative power which until then
TR b, The dosling TolenTour of dood ot
Ris conquefts in France had for the time of evil
cat into fhade every doubt or queftion of
his title, but the very extent of thofe gains
upon the French foil eftablithed only more
decifively the worfe than ufeleflnefs of fuch
acquifitions to the Englith throne. It is Advan-
a ftriking example of the good which is @8
wrought out of evil by an all-wife and over- from
ruling Providence, that the very mifchiefs inci-JHenryV.’s
dent to thefe wars, the neceflity for ynufuall™™
fupplies, and the unavoidable burdens thrown
ﬁ'p%%—tﬁe people, led to fuch legiflative con-
ceflions of a popular kind as till then had not
been obtained. The neceflities of the fovereign
were fupplied, but the full equivalent Was'
demanded and received in a maintenance of
the reftraints upon his prerogative. The dif- Further
tindtion of Henry’s reign in conftitutional "ftf;im
hiftory will always be, that from it dates a;fe:o;a_
power, indifpenfable to a free and limited tive.
monarchy, ofe which not only were the leading
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fafeguards now obtained, but at once fo firmly
eftablithed, that againft the fhock of inceffant
refiftance in later years they ftood perfetly
unmoved.
Admifion  They had followed, as a kind of inevitable
:{{:gg‘a‘;_ confequence, from that formal admiffion of
wre,  legiflative rights in the Commons, juft adverted
to, which led to the change from Petitions to
Bills. An A& had been paffed, providing
that *“from this time forward, by complaint
¢¢ of the Commons afking remedy for any mif~
¢¢ chief, there be no law made thereupon, which
¢ fhould change the meaning by addition or
¢ by diminution, or by any manner of term
« or terms ;” and a formal grant, in the name
of the King, was at the fame time appended
Law to it, ftating that from thenceforth, nothing
ﬁ"‘“ﬁn ‘¢ be enacted to be petitions of his Commons
withp;eti-g ¢ that be contrary to their afking, whereby
tions. <« they fhould be bound without their affent.”
It was hardly to be expe&ed, therefore, that
when fubfequently, in the fame reign, the
Commons claimed certain rights and exemp-
tions needful to the difcharge of their truft, to
laft as long as the truft lafted, and to ceafe when
it was laid down, fuch a demand could fafely
Exemp- berefifted. Among other things, they required
tions  perfonal releafe from fuch judicial proceedings
for mem- 28 mightimpede parliamentary fun&ions. They
bersof afferted the right to an abfolute defpotifm
::;:nffm‘ concerning every thing that pafled within their
own walls. They exa&ed the exclufive jurif-
dition of offences which tended to impair
their powers or obftruét their public duties. In

a word, they achieved what was thenceforward



§ 1. The Plantagenets : Henry V. 53

known by the formidable name of Privilege privile
of Parliament ; the fhield and buckler under of Parlia-
which all the battles of liberty and good ™
government were fought in the after time.
An attempt to drag the adjudication of the
rivilege into courts of law followed ; when,
in the.famous cafe of Thorpe the Speaker, the Thorpe's
judges declared ¢ that they would not deter- kafe.

‘ mine the privilege of the High Court of

¢¢ Parliament, of which the knowledge be-

<¢ longeth to the Lords of Parliament, and not

¢ the juftices.” Nor will it be hazardous to Efa-
prediét that when this privilege is in any mate- bliied
rial point abandoned, political freedom 1is at an s
end. When deputed rights are fuccefsfully
affailed, abfolute rights are no longer fafe; and
parliaments without parliamentary liberties, as

Pym nobly faid, will be but a fair and plaufible

way into bondage. Not many years after-gright of
wards, another moft momentous claim wasfmpeach-
conceded, for which the prefent right had§ ™™™
ferved to herald the way. This was the awful

power of Impeachment, which, alfo won in

the fame reign, was never again loft.

For let it not be thought that all the fruits

of the hard-fought liberal victories were at

once gathered in and ftored for peaceful and Liberal
uninterrupted enjoyment. What moft im- gains
preffes the careful fudent of early Englifh copreq.
hiftory, is the marked diftinction he finds it
neceflary to keep before him, between the
fecurities of civil freedom as generally exift-
ing and in fubftance recognifed, and their
violation as frequently and flagrantly permitted. preedom
Still the violation, when it occurred, was feen outraged
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but not to be fuch. ¢ So when the Lion preyeth,” as
loft brave old Sir Edwin Sandys told the Houfe of
Commons early in James the Firft’s reign,
Conce- [J°¢ no caufe to think it his right.” So when
fionsto §James claimed a privilege of the Plantagenets
force. a flower of the Crown, “the flower hath had
‘a long winter, then,” quaintly interpofed Sir
James Whitelocke, the father of Bulftrode,
¢¢ fince it hath not budded thefe two hundred
“years!” Of a mingled chara&er in this
re]pe& were the refults of the long and bloody
conteft, now about to begin, between the rival
branches of the Plantagenet family ; but it
does not admit of doubt that the final pre-
dominance of the houfe of Lancafter was, like
its acceffion, favourable to popular liberty.
HenryVL. The influence from which it firft derived
2% authority, ftill imparted Power. The right of
parliament to alter the fucceflion was the title
on which that houfe refted, and in its continu-
Diffr-  ance the popular fan&ion was implied. The
enesin _legiflation of Henry the Sixth was lefs popular
E‘z::;,; than that of Henry the Fourth, but the very
fa& marks the progrefs which had been made
in the interval. Henry the Fourth’s ftatute
‘¢ againft undue Elections for Shires from
¢ the partiality of Sheriffs,” gives the power of
Voting off voting to every one prefent at the place of
;‘;lg‘:;‘i ele@ion, as well fuitors duly fummoned as
countics, Others. Henry the Sixth’s ftatute *for the
““ due Ele@ion of Members of Parliament in
¢“ Counties,” limits the right to fuch as pof-
fefled forty fhillings a year in land free from
all burthens within the county, but offers
pricelefs proof, in the very terms of its pre-
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amble, of how great had been meanwhile the 1;nited
advance among the commoneft orders of the to forty-
people in at leaft a knowledge of their ftrength fiing,
and their pretenfions to power. ¢ Whereas,” ¢rs.
it ran, “the elettion of knights has of late,
““in many counties of England, been made
“ by outrageous and exceflive numbers of
¢ people, many of them of fmall fubftance
‘¢ and value, yet pretending to a right equal
‘¢ to the beft knights and efquires, &c.” As
the period of the acceflion of the family Greater
of Tudor approaches, -the full effe& of in- nET:
fluences that had led to fuch legiflation is thepeople.
diftin&ly feen.

Lhe heavieft blow had been ftruck uncon-
fcioufly at the Teudal fyftem in England when
the thirJ cltate of the realm obtained a formal
place in the legiflature, and with the acceflion
of Edward the Firft the feudal tenures and
privileges had begun rapidly to decline. Feudality
Domeftic and preedial fervitude had alfo been declining.
abolifhed, or had fallen to difufe ; and though
villenage was never repealed by any regu-
lar ena@ment, the peafantry had gradually
been emerging from it into the ftate of hired Villenage
labourers and copyholders. During the interval f:‘:‘d
up to the wars of the Rofes, without exprefs "
external aid, fociety had been finding for
itfelf a more eafy level throughout its various
gradations. The few ariftocratic privileges op.n-es
that remained were no peculiar burden on the in Soc%:ty.
knight, the gentleman, or the yeoman, the
burgefs, or the labourer ; and, what is very
important to keep in mind, thefe feveral par-
ticular claffes had obtained their form and
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place in fimple obedience to the working of
general laws. Servitude or villenage was no
Higher part of feudalifm; and the tendency of the
develop-  feudal fyftem itfelf was to decay, in proportion
ments of ¢4 the higher development of that principle of
feudal d .
principle. mutual rights and duties, and of the correfpond-
ing obligations thereby engendered, on which
feudalifm was founded.

A more ftriking illuftration of this truth
could not perhaps be afforded than by the
contraft, which has not efcaped obfervation,

A con- [between the infurre@ions of Wat Tyler and
traft, Jack Cade. It is the remark of Sir Frederick
Eden, in his excellent book on The Poor, that
in the earlier of thefe popular tumults, which,
notwithftanding the atrocities that attended it,
1381, very materially contributed towards the extinc-
Tylers  tion of fervitude, the language of the rebels,
Popular Who were chiefly villeins, befpeaks men not
demands. ynacquainted with the effential requifites of
rational liberty. They required the abolition
of flavery, freedom of commerce in market
towns without tolls or impofts, and a fixed
rent on lands inftead of fervices due by villen-
age. But more remarkable and worthy of
notice is the advance which, after the com-
paratively fhort interval of three quarters of a
century, Jack Cade’s rebellion proclaimed.
Here there is nothing to conne@® the move-
1450. ~ment with any forms of ferfdlom. What
Cade's  rebels now claimed with arms in their hands,
Popular Was the redrefs of fuch public wrongs as the
demands. King’s profligate expenditure, and the fubje&’s
expofure to illegal exa&ions in order to main-
tain it; the preference of foreigners over
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Englifhmen in the offices of State ; the grofs

wrongs committed by fheriffs and the col-

le@ors of taxes; the imperfe& and uncertain

adminiftration of juftice; and finally (moft

memorable grievance of all) the unwarrantable

interference of the nobles in ele®ions for the ;

Houfe of Commons. Nothing could more Kapid fall

ftrongly fhow how rapid muft have been the g:,ﬁ::‘f"

fall of the feudal fyftem when once the change ’

began; or how naturally the claffes imme-

diately below the noble, had become parties to

a league offenfive and defenfive againft him.

The good old Fuller fo hated all rebellions, as the

except rebellions againft popery, that he finds people

in thefe popular infurre&tions a reafon why the

better fort of people, to avoid being con-

founded with levellers and rabble, fet up a

variety of nice focial diftin@ions : but the truth

lies exatly the other way. Lefs and lefs were

the diftinctions marked, as the Tudor time

came on. Commerce and intelligence level by Levelling

exalting. And Mr. Hallam has pointed & diftinc-

attention to the very unpleafing remark,

which everyone who attends to the fubje& of

prices will be difpofed to think not ill-founded,

that the labouring claffes engaged in agricul-

ture were generally better provided with the Comforts

means of fubfiftence in the reign of Henry of lsbour-

the Sixth than at the period when he wrote. o otes.
Evidence more dire& and pofitive, indeed,

is not wanting, of the comparative happinefs

and freedom of the people generally under the

latter years of the Plantagenet rule. Two Refpec-

very truftworthy writers have fketched, from tive condi-

. . ... tion of
perfonal obfervation, the refpecive condition England
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and of of England and of France at this time; and
France.  both have directed attention to the fa& that
while, in France, there exifted only the two
divifions of a powerful governing nobleffe and
a fervile peafant population, in England, on
Contrafts the other hand, a third and middle clafs had
of the two been able to make good its independence,
natons  becaufe the nobles wifely had retained no
privileges that prevented their mixing and
marrying freely with other claffes of the realm.
So while in France the principle of the Civil
Code, that the will of the monarch is law,
prevailed, the people in England lived under
prote&tion of laws of their own enating ;
while the French people were plundered at the
fole difcretion of their Prince, who gave immu-
nity only to the nobles, the Englith people
paid taxes of their own impofing ; and while
an Englithman upon any charge of crime had
the benefit of trial by a jury of his peers, con-
feffion was extorted from a Frenchman by the
Tefti-  rack. When thus, twenty years before Henry
's‘:‘r"}{,l‘,’: the Seventh afcended the throne, Sir John
Fortefcue: Fortefcue wrote in praife of the Englifh laws,
he placed all thefe advantages on the diftin&t
ground of the fpecial limitation of the power
of the Sovereign, and of the non-exclufive
characer of the privileges of the Lords; and
when his yet more travelled and experienced
andof contemporary, Philip de Comines, turned to
Philipde England from the contemplation of other
M States, as the country where the common-
wealth was beft governed, it was becaufe he
had reafon to believe that there the People

were “ leaft oppreffed.”
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What the main guarantees againft oppref- De Lau-
fion were, Henry the Sixth’s learned Chan- %%
cellor enables us to ftate in detail with tolerable ,4,5;,’:
exa&nefs. In the firft place, the ¢ fole will of 1465
¢¢ the prince ” could not enaét a law, nor make
alterations in exifting laws, nor * burthen men
‘¢ againft their wills with ftrange impofitions,”
nor ¢ lay taxes or fubfidies of what kind
¢ foever upon the fubje@,” but with the con- Reftraints
current confent of the whole kingdom through gathve,
their reprefentatives in Parliament. Thefe ™
reprefentatives confifted of the lords fpiritual
(bifhops and mitred abbots), and lords tem-
poral (in right of property, by hereditary Contitu-
claim, or, after Richard the Second, by fum- g‘a’:‘h‘;f
mons), who voted in the upper houfe ; and of ment.
individuals chofen by the gceholders of coun-
ties, and the burgefles of towns, who formed
the lower houfe. In the next place, no man Rights of
could be thrown into prifon, but under fanc- the fub-
tion of a legal warrant which fpecified his Je&
offence, and with the right of demanding
fpeedy trial. That trial, moreover, muft be
heard in a public court, in the diftri& where
the alleged offence was committed, and be
determined conclufively by the verdi& of
twelve men; which in like manner decided
queftions of fad, asaffe@ing the civil rights of
the fubje®. Finally, the fervants and officers
of the Crown were liable to actions of damage, Refpon-
or to criminal procefs, when the fubje® fuf- fibility of
fered unjuftly at their hands in perfon or
eftate ; nor could they plead in anfwer or jufti-
fication, even the direct order of the Sovereign.

How far thefe guarantees, and efpecially the

theCrown.
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Encroach- laft, were reduced or evaded in pragtice, it
ments of would not be difficult to fhow. Lord Macau-
“lay has remarked on the facility with which a
prince who referved to himfelf a pardoning
power might overftep the limits that feparate
executive from legiflative fun&ions, by fo
remitting or fo enforcing penalties as virtually
to annul or create the ftatute impofing them.
But, in theory at leaft, no one ventured to
difpute the law ; and when judges were honeft,
ang juries intelligent and brave, an effe@ive
reftraint was not feldom put upon the Crown.
Checksof The checks of Parliament had invariable re-
Patlia-  cognition. In affairs of peace and war, in the
ment. . o . .
marriages of princes, in control of the domeftic
government, Parliament had now for centuries
claimed and obtained the privilege of advifing,
and not feldom of reftraining, the Sovereign ;
and in one momentous queftion, it had com-
pletely fucceeded, as we have feen, in eftablifh-
Control of ing its paramount 'authority. The formal
the purfe.ltenure and abfolute control of the public
purfe had at length been finally yielded by the
Crown. The ftruggle lafted long ; but more
than a century before the firft Tudor, no prince
had even attempted to impofe a tax without the
confent of Parliament. Happily for the prince,
indeed, when fuch confent involved any great
difficulty, he had the fhow of begging and bor-
rowing to refort to; but the very name of the
Loans and Loan or the Benevolence, the mere pretence that
penevo-  he would borrow and beg, kept alive his formal
" abandonment of the right to take, and at laft
ftrengthened the people to deftroy it for ever.
One confideration thould be added, which in
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everyretrofpe& of Englifh conftitutional hiftory

it is fafe not to lofe fight of. In reviewing source of

the courfe of events through which the Com- ftrength to

mons’ houfe of parliament obtained recognition, """

it is important not to attach too great a weight

to their fingle unaffifted authority. They p.iveq

profited lefs by power to which they could of fromother

themfelves lay claim, than by power or weak- Powers.

nefs in other fe&ions of the State. They were

ftronger after the rebellion of the ferfs, which

ftruck the blow at villenage ; they were ftronger

after the rebellion of the barons, which crowned

the firft Lancaftrian king. Deriving help Affifted

alternately from the powers above and below o™

themfelves, it would have fared ill with the from

third branch of the legiflature at any difficult b¢lo™

crifis, it{m unfupported by the people, they had

been unaflifted by the lords. Nor might it

be unjuft to meafure the relative value of fuch

fupport and of fuch affiftance, by a comparifon

ofP the lefs perfe& maintenance of the national

liberties, with the abfolute vi&ory in taxation.

In the firft, the Commons were often deferted The

by the Barons; in the laft, they were never g “rl:l;:h‘

deferted by the People. forre,
Therte the fupreme force lies. None exifts

that can be compared with it, when moved intoﬁ

a®ion. The bodily fetters of the feudal {yftem, xpe.

the mental bondage of the Roman Catholic dients to

priefthood, were expedients to keep the People gory.

at reft; but they could not laft for ever. i

The doom of feudalifm had gone forth, before

the preaching of Wickliffe began. It only

remained that the ariftocratic factions fhould

throw themfelves into a felf-exhaufting ftrug-
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le, and, underneath the very ftorm, provide

?or thofe principles which they muft elfe have

refifted, and might have overthrown, an un-
confcious but efficient fhelter.

Warsof  During the wars of the Rofes there was no

gg&:}d leifure to perfecute the Lollards; and com-

Iv. merce and the arts, unobftruted by any inter-

EdwardV. meddling, were left to their natural develop-

%‘f}“’d ment. Even when there was intermeddling, it

1461.  fhowed how Commerce had been rifing. The

1483 fewlegiflative enaGtments of this fingular period,

pafled when parliaments were at leifure from

raifing or putting down the rival fovereigns,

fufficiently prove its importance, and that of

Legifla. its cultivators. It was a parliament of Edward

tion the Fourth, which, after confirming the ftatutes

dc‘;;;i‘g of the fourth, fifth, and fixth Henries (with

wars. || the impolitic and dangerous diftin&ion of

« late, in fa&, but not of right, kings of

‘“ England”) prohibited the importation of

foreign corn; it was in parliaments of Edward

' the Fourth and Richard the Third, that impor-

tations of foreign manufatture were forbidden,

where the like articles could be produced at

Richard * home ; and it was Ry Richard the Third him-

i’ felf (who had the ftrong inducement of all

< . . o

againt  ufurpers to invite popularity from every fource)

forced  that the pradtice of extorting money from

%% merchants and citizens, on pretence of loans

and benevolences, was abolifhed, for which the

ufurper has obtained the praile of Lord Bacon

¢¢a prince in militar virtue approved, jealous

¢ of the honour of the Englith nation, and

¢¢ likewife a good law maker, for the eafe and

“folace of the common people.” Thus the
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marked increafe and growing refpe& of com- Advances
merce, the fudden reawakening of learning, ad- i com-
wvances made in the ufeful arts, and the earlieft f:::?{,g,
great endowments for the foundation of gram- and the
mar-fchools and places of popular education *™
(after the 25th of Henry the Sixth, thefe
foundations increafed rapidly everywhere),—

are the incidents which alfo fignalife the time,

when the chiefs of the great families, ejeGed

finally from thofe provinces of France which Log of
had fed their appetites for plunder and power, the

had been impelled to that confli with each }revinces.
other, on their own foil, of which all the fuffer-

ings and all the retribution were to fall upon
themfelves alone. For though this was a

ftrife which lafted inceffantly for thirty years,
though twelve great pitched battles were fought

in it, though eighty princes of the blood were

flain, it raged only on the furface of the land, W, on
and the peaceful current beneath was free to furface of
run on as before. The defolation of the bloody ;,“:al’:“&‘
confli& never reached the heart of the towns, neath.
except in awakening fuch inftinés of danger as

are the primary fources of fafety. Hence, on

the one hand, for precaution and defence, ¢,
guilds, commercial brotherhoods, and muni- mercial
cipal fafeguards filently arofe, to grow more g;';i‘ii:g“‘
hardy and to flourith ; while, on the other, great
ancient baronies, all-powerful families, names families.
that had overawed the crown and overfhadowed

the people, fank in the confli&, never to rife
again. The ftorm that fwept the lofty, fpared

the low. It was the beginning of a vaft focial
change, now accomplifhed apparently without

the aid of thofe whom principally it was to
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Break-up affect; and not limited to England. Over
of fyftem  the whole continent of Europe its manifefta-
Ages.  tions might befeen. The fyftem of the Middle
Ages was everywhere breaking up. The fway
of afeudal chiefdom, in all modifications of
its form ftill fitful and turbulent, was ending ;
Kingeraft and there was rifing, to take its place, a pre-
faceeeds.  4ominance of kingfhip in perfonal attributes,
a calm concentrated individual cunning, or, as
it was called in after years, when it had loft
the fubtle qualities that juftified the name, a
Kingcraft, which in two great monarchies was
deftined to overpower Freedom, and in the
third to fall before it.
Its chief ©  The tres magi of kings, renowned for poffef-
profettors. & on of this fupreme craft, have been celebrated
by Lord Bacon. Louis the Eleventh had arifen
in France, and Ferdinand in Spain; yet the
leffon for which Machiavelli waited was incom-
plete, until Henry Tudor took poffeffion of the
French, Englifh throne. To the French and Spanith
Spanih, Lings, with ftanding armies at their back to
lith unis. filence their States General and their Cortes, the
tafk of tyranny was not very difficult; butan
infular kingdom, prote&ed from its neighbours
by the fea, had no pretence to indulge in fucha
fovereign luxury as the profeflional Soldier, and
the more difficult problem awaited our Englith
king of predominating over parliament by fheer
Refults in force of the prerogative. Favoured by circum-
England. nces, it fucceeded for a time; but it left to
a later time that forced readjuftment of the
balance, which, by raifing parliament far above
the prerogative, preferved for us finally the old
Contftitution of the realm.
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§ 1. THe TubDoRs.

THouGH the laft living reprefentative of the Henry
houfe of Lancafter, Henry Tudor was not its Ylsl
legitimate heir; but from his marriage with **
the heirefs of the houfe of York, he derived
a ftrong title. His own diffatisfation with Uncafi-
it neverthelefs, and his uneafy defire to fur- }‘:cf:e -
round it with other guarantees, are among the '
indications of a ftate of feeling in England, at
the time, which further diftinguifhes the pofi-
tion of Henry the Seventh from that of the other
of the tres magi. ‘The a& of fettlement paffed
by the two Houfes upon his acceflion, taking
great pains to avoid either the affertion or con-
tradiction of any pretenfions of lineal defcent,
had created ftrictly a parliamentary title ; butfpaslia-
he afterwards obtained a refcript from Pope mentary 9
Innocent the Third, fettmﬂ% ,f;t:,l,: v

nditions on whicn he defired it to be known
that the crown of England alfo belonged to ' v/ -
him. It was his, according to this document, N/ /i
by right of war, by notorious and indifputable Y oed
hereditary fucee e BrThe wiTE ind electon »

the prelates nm ?Z“( A
the realm, and by (e 8% ofThe three eTrates . Mlocr
it ParTament affembled ; but neverthelefs, to
put an end to the bloody wars caufed by the pope’s
rival claims of the houfe of York, and at the refcript on
urgent requeft of the three eftates, he had gge, -
confented to marry the eldeft daughter and
true heir of Edward the Fourth: and now,
therefore, the fupreme Pontiff, being called to
confirm the difpenfation neceffary to fuch mar-

¥
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tranf-
lated for
the people.

I ntrédufiary ‘Effay.

riage, declared the meaning of the a& of
fettlement paffed by Parliament to be, that
Henry’s iffue, whether by Elizabeth, or, in
cafe of her death, by any fubfequent marriage,
were to inherit the throne. More remarkable
than the refcript itfelf, however, were the
means taken to carry it diretly to the claffes
it was meant to addrefs. It is the firft fimilar
document of which we have any evidence that
it was tranflated into Englifh and circulated

and firt fin @ popular form throughout England. A
rinted in broadfide containing it, printed by Caxton, is

roadfide
byCaxton,

Lord
Boling-
broke’s
view of
the reign,

Lofies to
.ublic

iberty.

Defe&tion
of parlia-
ment.

one of the moft interefting of modern difco-
veries in matters of this kind.

Such indications may at leaft fatisfy us that
Henry Tudor would not very gravely have
refented the defcription which has been given
of him by Lord Bolingbroke, as a creature of
the people raifed to the throne to cut up the
roots ofP fadtion, to reftore public tranquillity,
and to eftablifh a legal government on the
ruins of tyranny. The fame writer, however,
who doubts if he fucceeded in this defign, is
undoubtedly wrong when he fuppofes that he
failed in eftablifhing what by all the cuftoms
of hiftorical courtefy muft be called a legal
government. It is not of courfe to be dif-
guifed that. in fpite of many great principles
aflerted in it, and advantages achieved, his
reign was not in its immediate courfe favour-
able to liberty. But the fa&, as little to be
queftioned, that during its continuance, rifings
in the Commonalty were far more frequent
than remonftrances in the Commons, and that
upon queftions where ‘the people proved moft
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ftubborn, parliament generally was moft com-
pliant, fufhiciently thows that the defection did

not fo much lie with the people themfelves, as

with their proper leaders in the State. It Mainte-
was neverthelefs the peculiarity of Henry’s fance of
defpotifm, as diftinguithed from that of his forms.
more violent predeceflors, that he bottomed

it ftrongly on the precedents and language of

law, fcreening the violation of liberty by artful
employment of its forms; and though this

may have made the defpotifm more odious
while it lafted, it eftablithed more certainly a

limit to its duration. Relatively to what is pecyl;-
called the State, circumftances had thrown an arity of
overbalance of power into the hands of Henry ; de‘}:“,’t’ifm.
but to the ma&f the people, thefe very cir-
cumftances rendered him unconfcioufly the
inftrument of great focial and political change.

The pofition he occupies in hiftory, and the
rights he exercifed, began and ended with his

race.

Everything at once fhowed figns of deep 1n4;ca-
and permanent alteration. The immediate tions of
refult of the battle of Bofworth, which left mfge.
vi@ory in the hands of Henry and the {maller
baronial facion of the Lancafters, was the
" commencement of a fyftem by which the
more numerous nobles of the oppofite faction
were as much as poffible deprefled, by which
fevere ftatutes againft the further prevalence
of armed retainers were frethly enacted or
revived, reftri&ions on the devifing of land in
effe& removed, and all things directed towards Power
an ultimate transfer of the old baronial ftrength changing

into entirely new channels. Poverty itfelf hands.

»2
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became the herald and forerunner of change.
While large numbers of the baronial vaffals
took refuge in the towns, increafing their
power and privileges, large numbers unhappily
?‘“‘“"‘Y ftill remained ufPon the foil; and thefe, no
or a Poor
Law,  longer neceffary for the thows of pomp or the
realities of war, fuffered the worft horrors of
deftitution, were driven to its laft refources,
became incendiaries or thieves, overran the
land as beggars, and, in the end, rendered
neceffary that great focial revolution, which
took the name of a Poor Law in the reign of
Elizabeth.
Houfe of  Of the fhattered ariftocracy of England only
Lords:  twenty-nine reprefentatives prefented them-
number. felves when Henry called his firft Parliament,
and feveral of thefe were recent creations.
Doubtlefs it was well, for the ultimate advance
of liberty, that the old feudal power had thus
been fo completely fubdued, and the way by
fuch means prepared for the decifive ftruggle
with the Stuarts; but for the immediate pro-
grefs of liberty, it was certainly lefs beneficial.
Commons The Houfe of Commons, fuddenly wanting
weakened in an old and habitual fupport, was too ready
ol i %“ an inftrument for the mere ufe and convenience
Lords. of the King; and to avail themfelves, in
fuch circumftances, of every attainable advan-
tage and turn it to the beft account, in each
cafe holding it for religion ‘that craft might
fuperfede force, conftituted the very art and
Influences genius of the sres magi. But though fuch
unfeen.  circumftances worked well for the Mage upon
the Englith throne, he did not, with all his
craft, penetrate influences around him that were
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lefs obvious; nor fufpe& that, by a purely Uncon-
felfith legiflation, he might yet be advancing {°i°“s
higher hopes and more comprehenfive defigns. ,;:{;ng,
Surrounded, and no longer affailable, by the
impoverifthed and broken power of the paft,

he was unconfcious of a more formidable power

which was filently and infenfibly replacing it.

He thought only of himfelf and his fucceffion.

When, by the ftatute enlarging and extending u l
the old Confilium Regis, and creating the Star s
Chamber, he raifed the judicial authority o C‘::'tfd‘” u",
fhe King in Council to a height at which the §
fierceft of his Norman predeceffors would not

have dared to aim, he did it to fupport the
Throne. That a rallying cry againft the Star
Chamber might one day bear the Throne into

duft was not to him within the fphere of pof-
fibility. 'What was near him, in fhort, he A keen
never miftook or marred, and no man fobutna-
clearly faw what would help or might obftru& '
himfelf. As Lord Bacon fays, he went fub-
ftantially to his own bufinefs; and, to the
extent of not fuffering any little envies or

any great paffions to ftand in its way, he

was a pradical and fagacious ftatefman.

But he was not a great king, though he

might be called an able, a crafty, and a
prudent one.

So much, even in the midft of eulogy that Lord
might itfelf have preferved his name, would B}:'C:"E;ir
feem to be admitted by his incomparable bio- f,faﬁm,y
grapher. ¢ His wifdom,” fays Lord Bacon, VIL
“ by often evading from perils, was turned
¢¢ rather into a dexterity to deliver himfelf from
¢¢ dangers when they prefled him, than into a
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«¢ providence to prevent and remove them afar

“ off. And even in nature, the fight of his

‘“mind was like fome fights of eyes; rather

¢ ftrong at hand, than to carry afar off. For

¢ his wit increafed upon the occafion ; and fo

“ much the more, if the occafion were fharp-

Leading ““ ened by danger.” It will be a fufficient

aéts of  comment on thefe pregnant fentences merely
is {o- . . .

vereignty, to enumerate his leading acts of fovereignty.

Herefy he thought dangerous, and he burnt

more followers of Wycliffe than any fince the

firft Lancaftrian king. Winner of a fuccefsful

ftake in battle, he knew the chances of war to

be dangerous, and he favoured ftrenuoufly the

arts of peace. Served by men whom his

death or difcomfiture might fuddenly attaint

with rebellion, he thought it dangerous to

* leave thofe friends without fecurity againft the

What was poffible vengeance of future faction; and he

L“;‘ﬁg‘d pafled a law which made poffeflion of the

legifa- | .throne the fubje&’s obligation to allegiance,

tion. I and juftified refiftance to all who fhould difpute

it. Inceffant fuits for alienated lands he thought

dangerous, in a country torn with revolutionary

quarrel ; and his famous ftatute of fines barred,

after certain conditions, all claims of ancient

heritage. But not to him, therefore, belongs

any part of the glory of thofe greater refults

which flowed indire&ly from thefe meafures of

What waf precaution. It was with no intended help

;f;f;gh. from him that the Wycliffe herefy ftruck

intention.deeper root; that more eager welcome was

“given to the ftudies which in England marked

the revival of learning; that the civil duties

of allegiance were placed on a juft foundation ;
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and that the feudal reftri@ions of landed pro-
perty were finally broken.

On the other hand, with relation to the Interval
progrefs of conftitutional freedom, or to the }’:;::]‘:nd
prevalence of juft views in government and popular
legiflation, this reign of Henry the Seventh 3gencies.
muft be regarded as the opening of a middle
or tranfitional ftate. The feudal ftrength had
been broken, and the popular ftrength had not
made itfelf felt; power was changing hands,
and confcience was about to be fet free, and
both were to be meanwhile committed, almoft
unrefervedly, into the keeping of the Tudors.

The intereft of the fucceeding reigns, up to

the very middle of Elizabeth’s great career, is

lefs political than focial ; and it is not in the

ftatute book or the parliament roll that we are

to look for what fmoothed and made ready the

way. Early in the fummer of the eleven
year after Henry the Seventh’s acceffion, aff “ATc
Venetian feaman and pilot who had fettled infrica.
Briftol during the impulfe given to Englifhf*496-
commerce in the wars of the Rofes, fet fail
from that city, accompanied by his three fons,
with the firft European expedition that everf
reached the American continent. Later in'vig of
the fame fummer, Lord Mountjoy brought Erafmus

over Erafmus into England, to take part in I:nff’g'

the new ftudy of which Oxford had become
the unaccuftomed fcene. Of commerce, as of

learning, it was the reawakening time. The
Ea_bots difcovered the Ifland of Newfoundland Sebaftian
an

. . . bot i
t. John, and, with their. five fhips under the New

the Englith flag, crept along the coaft of World,
Florida ; while Erafmus, in the Greek clafs at
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Oxford, was making difcoveries not lefs rich
or ftrange. ¢ The world,” exclaimed the
ftudent-fcholar, ¢is recovering the ufe of its
¢« fenfes, like one awakened from the deepeft
¢ fleep.” The civilifation fo beginning, what-
ever ftruggle it had ftill to encounter, was to
reft finally on freer intercourfe and interchange
of the labours of men’s hands as well as
thoughts ; and fingularly rare was the felicity
that befel the great Greek poet, whofe glory,
identified with nigh two thoufand years of the
hiftory of the paft, was to be alfo moft promi-
nently affociated with a frefh dawning and
reawakening of the world. As with the old,
fo with the new civilifation, which, through
all its heats and viciflitudes of quarrel, civil and
religious, was to find him fiill, as at firft,
driving along the Sigzan plain his temperate
and indefatigable horfes, making the Gods
themfelves his charioteers and minifters, and

‘keeping them, alike in the ardour of combat

Greek
Profeffor-
thip at
Oxford.
1497.

and the tranquillity of Olympus, obedient to
his will.
That Greek Clafs at Oxford was formed,

.and in healthy vigorous acion, when the

fecond fovereign of the Tudor race, to whom
even learned and intelligent inquirers have
exclufively attributed the improvement in lite-
rary ftudies and purfuits which was one of the

' redemptions of his reign, was barely fix years

Diflike of
the new
learning,

old. It is wonderful with what alarm it was
viewed at the very outfet. Thus early public
attention direed itfelf to what were called the
growing Oxford herefies. Lovers of exifting
fyftems and inftitutions lifted warning voice
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againft them. Grave mifgivings found utter- A good
ance in many quarters; and for the moft part ﬁ]‘g i"gj
in the tone of that good old Englifth gentle- plaint:
man whofe lamentations found later record

in one of the writings of Richard Pace.

“ Thefe foolifh letters will eni ome

“ bufinefs. I fairly with all this learning at

¢ the devil. All learned men are poor; even againtt
¢ the moft learned Erafmus, I hear, is poor, Leitere
““and in one of his letters calls the vile hag verty.
¢ Poverty his wife. By’r Lady, I had rather

‘“ my fon were hanged than that he fhould be-

‘¢ come a man of letters. 'We ought to teach

‘¢ our fons better things.”

Happily it was too late, for the mifchief
was done, and “ the moft learned Erafmus”’ had
been its principal promoter. His brief fojourn
at Oxford in his youth prefigures almoft the
whole of his illuftrious career. The revival f;al::n by
of learning—the re-awakening of the great Erafmus.
writers of Greece and Rome—was to bring
with it the downfall of the fchoolmen ;. to
whom the worft corruptioWﬁurch,
and a large fhare of the vice and barbarifm of
monkery, were due. They had long banifhed
from the ftudies of churchmen all pretence to
a feriptural foundation. The honeft purfuit Difciples
of truth, they had replaced by argumentative nas,
fubtlety; by methodical niceties of difputation;
by {cholaftic diftin&ions, to the reft of the
world unintelligible ; by foul-killing lies, and
¢truths that work fmall good.” It was the
fecret of the fierce oppofition to the new
learning, that it boded the ruin of this fyftem
fooner or later ; andon the day when Erafmus
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and Colet met at Oxford, its doom had been

Svftem {)ronounced. With the jargon of the old

of the earning ftill dominant around them, with

f::‘:"l' perhaps audible founds of hideous difpute

doomed. from monks and friars beneath their college

windows, it was natural (though all to which

it would eventually lead might not be feen)

that their firft interchange o? thought fhould

have been on language and ftyle. Language

Lan-  has been called the liberator of mankind,

.o but has alfo proved itfelf hardly lefs their

wellas  enflaver ; for almoft as often as it has freed

liberator. them from ignorance, it has handed them

over to prejudice, or rebound them in the

chains of cuftom. If the fuccefs of the fchool-

men, and their ftrength in the Romith church,

had arifen out of the confufion and imperfect

underftanding of language which their bar-

barous difputations engendered, it was fairly to

Qonnefc- be .inferred that out of clearer and corre&er

onds ang Notions of words would follow clofer infight
things.  into things.

Even if not at firft, however, the éntire

intention of Erafmus, it is not the lefs his

Erafmug’s chief exploit and glory. With the mere

great  weapon of ftyle he was enabled to fcourge

TE3P"  the Dominicans from one end of Germany to

the other. His expofure of the frauds and

credulities of his age would have paffed with

comparatively little heed, if made lefs grace-

fully ; and the printing-prefs of his friend

Frobenius would have worked but heavily, if

his eafy and familiar wit had not lent it wings.

“ASe- ¢« Beware a fecond Lucian ! ” cried the ftartled

d .
Lucian» monks; ¢ the fox is abroad that layeth wafte
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¢¢ the vineyard of the Lord.” And if that
was the vineyard of the Lord, it was indeed
laid wafte by Erafmus. ¢ He prefumes to
¢ corre& the Holy Spirit ! *” was the next note'Firtt pure
of alarm, as he prefented to the world the “"E:* the
firft pure Greek text of the New Teftament. pone.
But md recall ; and what was
thus by Erafmus made familiar to the learned,
a ftronger and more refolute fpirit was at hand
to make familiar to the people. The great
fcholar, in a word, taught by Grocyn and The e
advifed by Colet, was now, during the reign ko
of our firft Tudor fovereign, preparing minds ther.
at Oxford for the work which, even more than
the unexampled compafs of his learning and
the vaft number of his writings, immortalifed

his name. ¢¢ Erafmus knows very well how to Eomplaint
<< point out errors,” Taid Luther in after years, of Eraf-
«¢ but he knows not how to teach the truth. {***
«¢ fle can do nothing but cavil and fout,” he
added ; when in temper even lefs tolerant &f'
that friend and fellow-workman, whom not
long before he had called his glory and his
hope, decus nofirum et fpes nofira. It might
be fo; but the cavilling, and flouting, and
rooting out of error, were in thefe early days
the fowing of the feeds of truth. He who isfarbinger
to gather in the harveft, is as yet but a poorpf the Re-
Francifcan fchoolboy at Madgeburg, finging)™°™
fongs in the ftreet for bread ; and, meanwhile,
this devotion fo fingle hearted, thisreal hatred
of hypocrify and ignorance, this pure love of
learning, this exalted fpirit of labour, facrifice,
and felf-denial, which made Erafmus the har- g"l“ of

. rafm
binger of a change whofe extent he could not ¢, refpeét.
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meafure, and by which he conftituted others,
men of knowledge and eminence, unconfcious
agents in a democratic revolution which of
themfelves they would ftrenuoufly have refifted,
are furely entitled to large veneration and
refpect. It avails little againft the claim, that
the man who outran his time in thought, lagged
behind it in a&ion; and that, having borne
the heat of a conteft, he fhrank from the re-
fponfibilities of a viGory. What work was
appointed him to do, he did with a fingular
fuccefs. Superftition and barbarifm had their
firft refolute foe in him ; the Scriptural foun-
dations of truth and of morality had in him
their great reftorer ; and it fhould be matter
of pride to Englifhmen that it was here in
Oxford, and by intercourfe with their country-
men, thefe glorious undertakings were can-
vafled, begun, and cherifhed.

The ftatute-book of Henry the Seventh,
however, will be vainly fearched for an
attempt to ftrengthen, govern, or direct fucK
agencies, whether material or moral. It was his
policy to favour commerce for his own advan-
tage ; but moft affuredly his provifions againft
lending money on intereft, againft letting in
foreign commodities, and for the fuppofed
enrichment of the country by over-enrichment
of himfelf, would have altogether failed to
promote it. Among his legiflative exploits
none will be found to favour learning, nor did

S.?;; and any of his a&s of State fuggeft toleration for

learnin
indireét]
affifted.

the new opinions ; but neverthelefs he could
not burn a Lollard, without more widely diffuf-
ing what men were fo readily found calmly
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and even cheerfully to die for. To print an Ues of
occafional pope’s bull, or one of the ads of the Print-
his own parliament, was the fole ufe to which """
he cared to put the types of Caxton or Wynkin

de Worde; but there was fitting at the time, in

thofe beggarly roomsof Oxford colleges, another
parliament compofed of fuch men as Grocyn,
Linacre, Colet, More, Wolfey, and Erafmus,

on whom that printing prefs was to confer an
irrefiftible power, and who were legiflating for Legif-
the reign of his fucceflor. Indeed, to that :;‘e"‘ uf::-:
following reign, everything which marked out '
this from its predeceflors had a fingular and

fpecial reference ; and not an opportunity in

it, improved or not by Henry for himfelf,

failed with tenfold increafe to reach his fon.

Upon his two moft prominent defigns, of
fencing the throne againft confpiracy, and mak-

ing it rich and independent, he fuffered no

doubt to reft. Of the few great nobles that Disfavour
remained, not one ever found favour from to nobles.
him; out of churchmen and lawyers exclufively,

he chofe his friends and counfellors; and

¢ ever,” as Bacon fays, ‘‘having an eye to

‘“ might and multitude,” there was nota gather- ,
ing of common men, whether with the citizen’s Church-
cap or the peer’s badge, which was not men and
watched by him fo clofely and unceafingly, and ~*" "™
with fo much caution, adroitnefs, and fuccefs,

that of all the thick brood of treafons which Throne
marked the opening of the reign, not one guarded
exifted at its clofe to vex its fuccefflor. That, Treafon:
even without his aid, the revenues of the Crown

fhould at the fame time have largely increafed,

was one of the confequences of the civil wars,
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which had difperfed the annuitants and cre-
ditors who previoufly crowded the door of the
anden- Exchequer; but thefe revenues were handed
riched by down not merely unimpaired, but free from
fu‘;';‘:"‘ incumbrances, increafed by forfeitures, and
with the enormous addition of his own ill-
gotten exactions.

¢« Belike he thought to leave his fon,” fug-
gefts Lord Bacon apolo‘getically, “fuch a
¢ kingdom and fuch a mafs of treafure, as he
¢ might choofe his greatnefs where he would:”
but nothing cag palligte the inéguig by which
New me- fuch wealth \évaBs. amaflfed. Every means of

thodsof extortion tried by the Plantagenet kings havin
BXortom been exhaufted, )l,1e foughttaogut other ga.nd mor%
fcandalous methods ; and when, in his Courts
at Weftminfter, he had found two learned
lawyers fufficiently able, fupple, eloquent, and
ux?grupulous, he was in ?oﬂ‘cﬁion of what he
Empfon fought. ¢ As kings,” fays James the Firft’s
and Dud- eyperienced Chancellor, “ do more eafily find
¢ inftruments for their will and humour than
¢¢ for their fervice and honour, he had gotten
*¢ for his purpofe, or beyond his purpofg, two
¢¢ inftruments, Empfon and Dudley.” Thefe
men revived dormant claims of the Crown,
- founded on obfolete pretenfionsof feudal tenure,
and made them a means of frightful oppreflion.
Uksto  They difcovered forgotten cafes of forfeiture ;
‘;hicb invented falfe charges againft innocent men,
pue " from which releafe was only given on payment
of what were termed mitigations; dragged
forward arrears of old amercements, alleged to
be unfatisfied ; and, with the help of a fort of
informers and plaintiffs who were called “ pro-
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»

 moters,” made the ordinary courfe of law an
enormous engine of plunder. Unremembered

penal ftatutes of profligate times were revived,

to the end that, by intolerable exa&ions for Plunder
offences unknown, unconfcious offenders might fodr
be dragged into the Exchequer; where Empfon law.
and Dudley fat as barons, where packed de-
pendents of the Crown difcharged the fun&ions

of juries, where juries with any fenfe of thame

were made docile by imprifonment and fine,

and from whofe clutches the unhappy vi&ims

could only efcape by exorbitant compofition or
hopelefs imprifonment. But, horrible as all this

was, not a little was it owing to fuch atrocities

that Henry the Eighth fucceeded to a better yeoy
filled exchequer than any of his predeceffors ;soq.
fince the Conqueft, and to fo many greater
facilities for the work it was appointed him to
do.

They did not indeed pafs without fome
retribution. Though new honours had been
largely heaped upon their perpetrators in the ’
laft year of Henry the Seventh’s reign, in the!
firft year of Henry the Eighth’s both Empfon®FAccution
and yDudle wer:;y led to gthe fcaﬂbﬁﬁe 2,‘.5"}‘{,’3?
popular wrath demanded them as viims ; ly.
and, it being more convenient that death fhould
wipe out their debt, than that by any worfe
accident the royal exchequer fhould be called
to make reftitution, the new King gave them
up to the executioner. Strong-willed as the Tudor
Tudors were, they were gencraﬁy able to put jgice
a prefent rein upon their paffions, when by
fuch means they could make more fure of their
ultimate fafe indulgence. They reigned in
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Caufesof England, without a fuccefsful rifing againft
fuccefs:  them, for upwards of a hundred years: but
not more by a ftudied avoidance of what might

fo provoke the country, than by the moft
refolute repreflion of every effort, on the part

of what remained of the peerage and great
families, to make head againft the Throne.

yielding 'They gave free indulgence to their tyranny
to people, only within the circle of the court, while they
nles. B unceafingly watched and conciliated the temper
of the people. The work they had to do, and

which by more fcrupulous means was not pof-

fible to be done, was one of paramount necef-

fity ; the dynafty uninterruptedly endured for

only fo long as was requifite to its thorough

Tatk of completion ; and to each individual fovereign
;::l‘nign. the particular tafk might feem to have been
‘ppecially affigned. It was Henry’s to fpurn,
frenounce, and utterly caft off, the Pope’s
uthority, without too fuddenly revolting the

people’s ufages and habits ; to arrive at blefled

Henry's, Urefults, by ways that a better man might have
1509.  Beld o be accurfed ; during the momentous
change in progrefs, to keep in neceffary check

both the parties it affeted ; to perfecute with

an equal hand the Romanift and the Lutheran ;

to fend the Proteftant to the ftake for refifting
Popery, and the Roman Catholic to the fcaffold

for not admitting Aimfelf to be Pope; while

he meantime plundered the monafteries, rooted

' out and hunted down the priefts, alienated the
abbey lands, and glutted his creatures and his
Edward’s. own coffers with that enormous fpoil. It was
'547- { Edward’s to become the ready and undoubting
inftrument of Cranmer’s defign ; to accept the
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Reformation as it was {o prefented to him; in his
brief reign, really to eftablifh Proteftantifm on

our Englifh foil ; but, with all the inexperience

and more than the obftinacy of youth, fo
harfhly, unfparingly, and precipitately to force
upon the people Cranmer’s compromife of
do&rine and obfervance, as to render poffible,

even perhaps unavoidable, his elder fifter’s
reign. It was Mary’s to undo the effe& of Mary's.
fuch precipitate eagernefs of the Reformers, {553
by lighting the fires of Smithfield ; and oppor-
tunely to arreft the waverers from Proteftant-

ifm, by exhibiting in their excefs the very
worft vices, the cruel bigotry, the hateful
intolerance, the fpiritual flavery, of Rome.

It was Elizabeth’s finally and for ever to uproot Eliza-
that flavery from amongft us, to champion all ?;tshss
over the world a new and nobler faith, and
immovably to eftablith in England the Pro-
teftant religion.

But though the tafks thus appointed to this Tudor
imperious and felf-willed family, had the effe& e:c‘:;f' "
of imparting an exceptional chara&er to their tional.
ftyle and courfe of government, it is not to be
inferred that even they dared openly to violate
thofe old fundamental Englifh laws of which it
has ever beerr the nature, in all cafes, adopting
the fine expreffion of Fortefcue, ¢ to declare
“in favour of liberty.” Henry fent to the Its checks
fcaffold whomever he pleafed, from within the andlimits.
precinés of the Court; but when, without
the intervention of parliament, he would have
taken the money of the people, he had to
retreat before the refiftance offered, and publicly

to difavow the intention of breaking the laws
[}
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Eliza- fof the realm. [Elizabeth’s rule had been not
beth'scong lefs imperious than her father’s, yet one of her
0% A lateft acts was freely to furrender to the Houfe
of Commons her demand for certain mono-
polies, which had raifed a fierce refiftance in
Mary’s "that houfe. Mary was able to burn, at her
weaknes. pleafure, the alienators of the abbey lands;
gut over the lands themfelves, invefted by
forms of law in their new proprietors, fhe
difcovered that fhe was powerlefs. Unworthy
as the pofition was, indeed, in which the Houfe
of Commons confented to place itfelf in thefe
reigns, what furvived ofp independence and
courage ftill was able to find expreffion there ;
Pofition of and the meaneft-fpirited of its affemblages had
g:":‘{‘ of {et gleams of popular daring, which fhow how
ittle might have ferved, even then, to put
fubftance into the forms of liberty, and how
ready was even a Tudor King, ¢ as he would
¢« fometimes ftrain up his laws to his preroga-
¢ tive,” to let down not the lefs, as Lord
Bacon faid of the founder of the race, ¢ his
¢¢ prerogative to his parliament.” In truth it
can never be too often repeated that tyrann
can onlﬁ reign_in Eneland through the pre-
Aasof tences of freedom. Aés of Parliament are,
,’:e‘:f‘ mﬁms of defpotic'rule ; and at
edged  times they will recoil with danger to the ufer,
tools.  or break in the defpot’s hand.

Of this the anhappy Mary had painful
experience when fhe faw the very Houfe fhe
had packed with her creatures turn againft her

Parlia- |in the matter fhe had moft at heart. They
mesory | went with her in re-eftablifhing over the king-

refiftance .
to Mary.| dom the authority of Rome; but when fhe

mons.
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would have had them concede to her hufband an

authority within the realm that might involve

danger to the native privileges and laws, %of

very tools and creatures deferted her. 1thinfThree

o e The halToTammond diffolvelifi-

three Parliaments, and informations werchwo ; y':;,s,
ding againft recufant members at the time

of her death. Nor will the fame kind of inci-

dents fail to be noted in her ftronger father’s

reign. He found it not poffible to reduce

the lower Houfe to the utterly dependent con-

dition in which a conftant reaction of hope and

dread (the choice between confifcation and Privileges

the fcaffold, or church property and royal Yffmf;? "

favour), foon placed what remained of the VIIL

upper Houfe. The difficulty was not effen-

tially very great, indeed, in dealing with the

lower, but certain forms had to be obferved ;

and it is curious that in Henry the Eighth’s

reign, not only (in the cafe of Ferrers) was

one of the moft valuable confirmations o

privilege obtained by the Commons, but up-{Thirty

wards of thirty members were added to their f;:‘;"g
houfe, upon the prnciple Sxprelled T the prefeacins,,
amble to the a& for fo extending reprefentatio

to the principality of Wales, that it is difad-§
vantageous to any place to be unreprefented,

and that thofe who are bound by the laws are

entitled to have a voice in their ena&tment.

Thus, whatever ufes the Houfe of Commons

might lend itfelf to, the idea of that higher func-

tion of reprefentation was at leaft never loft;

and even the Tudors had to remember, in Safeguards
common with all princes to whom as yet the Srmed

luxury of a ftanding army was unknown, that people.
¢ 2
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the people fo reprefented, being freemen, were
9"“5" trained univerfally to bear arms, and were
voniol  under penalties to prefent themfelves, at ftated
exercife.  periods, for martial exercife in their counties
and fhires. Only becaufe he wielded an
authority, therefore, not ftri&ly his, and for
the ufe of which he was not direély refponfible,
could the fovereign in fuch cafe ever affume to
Power | be all-powerful. There was a power beyond,
:’g"s"‘: which the people had now for two centuries
vereign. uniformly recognifed, and which alone could
be the inftrument, whoever might be the
immediate agent, of changes affe®ing them-
felves. They faw the lower Houfe continue
to grant fubfidies, not to be raifed by any
other means; and they faw it continued to be
ufed in the propofal of ftatutes, which without
All legif- its confent could never become binding. It
lation n - gave their fole validity to the bills of attainder
Com. . which ftruck down the guilty, or fhed the
mons.  blood of the innocent ; and only by its fan&ion
had one-fifth of the landed property of the
nation been transferred fuddenly to new pro-
prietors. As the times of the Tudors wore
on, too, and left the chara&er of their work,
and its refults, more vifible, the members of
that Houfe began to claim for it worthier
Subftance affociations. I have heard of old Parlia-

z::" g ment men,” faid %F;;; Wentworth from
claim his place there, 1n the latter half of Elizabeth’s
byth  Qreion, ¢¢ that the banilhiment of the Pope and
¢ Popery, and the reltoring of true KcL 1on,
| SR e e T g

‘¢ not from the bifhops.
few were the opportunities direétly obtained



§ 11.  The Tudors: Elizabeth. 85

by the people, however, cither through them-

felves or their reprefentatives, in this great

reign. The authority of the two Houfes had Elira-
been reduced, at her acceflion, to a point fo ,e;tg,,f
low that not a barrier any longer interpofed

itfelf between the fovereign authority and the
popular allegiance. But in -placing herfelf Charaéter
freely amongft her fubje&s, in making their ‘(’)i::‘;:
interefts hers, in condefcending to their amufe-

ments and their prejudices, as if they were

her children, they were yet made to feel that

they muft fubmit themfelves to the difci-

pline of children. Defiring rather the fame of A fo-

a fovereign demagogue than a fovereign prince, 8%
the afpiring tendencies found no countenance gogue.
from her, and the mayor and the alderman had

better chances of her favour than the man of
literature or genius. But the people had theirja qyan-
Spenfers and their Shakefpeares, in her defpite ; ages
they had their tranflation of the Bible, with the
its leffons of charity and brotherhood ; they
had as free accefs to the literature of the
ancient writers as to that of the living and
furpafling genius which furrounded them;
adventure and chivalry moved, in well-known
forms and living realities, through the land; o .\ = -
and the commoneft people might lift caps, asghe Re-
they paffed along the ftreets, to Drake, tofformation.
Sidney, or to Raleigh. The work was thu

far accomplifhed which Erafmus and hi

friends at Oxford had begun ; and it was onl

neceffary that thofe rifing influences that had oyford
marked the acceflion of the Tudor family leflons
fhould appear in full and a@ive operation on *°™Plet®:
the minds of the Englifh people, to fentence to

cople.
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agradual but certain downfall the half-political
half-patriarchal fyftem of this famous woman,
by far the greateft of her race. The fons and
daughters of the Arcadia were the parents of
the men of Charles and Cromwell.

The Queen had been twelve years upon the
throne when difcontent took an ominous and
threatening form. An effential feature in the
Tudor fyftem had been that the framework of
the ancient hierarchy of Rome fhould be left
untouched. At a time when politics were
fuddenly become fubordinated to religion, the
idea of unlimited fpiritual dominion was too
valuable to be furrendered, carrying with it, as
it did by a very fimple analogy, unlimited
temporal dominion alfo. This dominion had
moreover been placed, by the aids of fupremacy
and uniformity, at the abfolute ufe and difpofal
of the fovereign ; and in thus formally affluming
the caft-off robes of the Pope, Elizabeth
rivalled her father in the even partiality of her
perfecutions. Indeed, her antagonifm to the
Romanift was in fome refpects lefs keen and
perfonal than to the Proteftant non-con-
formift. She loved to the lateft moment of
her life the gorgeous ceremonials of religion,
as fhe cherifhed all that placed in fubjeion to
authority the fenfes and the faith of men; and
while, with this feeling, he adhered to forms
and ceremonies which her mafculine fenfe
would elfe have put afide in fcorn, and clothed
her own bifhops with the fupreme authority
fhe had ftruck down from thofe of Rome, fhe
unhappily overlooked altogether the poffibility
of danger from fuch reftraints to the impulfes
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of the Reformation. But this danger was now
at hand.

In the year 1570, the inftitution of epif- at
copacy in the Proteftant church was openlyfys, s
aflailed by the Lady Margaret’s profeflor offat Cam-
divinity at Cambridge. There had been l;‘;ﬁ"
active difcuflion going on for fome years, o
matters of minor confideration. Tippets had
been violently contefted, and fad and ferious
had been difputes upon the furplice. But
now, to the amazement of the imperious Parker,
who had declared that he would maintain to
the death thefe effentials of the new religion,
all further mention of fuch matters ceafed, and
the archbifhop was fummoned to maintain to
the death neither tippet nor furplice, but the
whole ecclefiaftical hierarchy of England. Cart- Puritan
wright’s lectures were as a match to a train, P
and a fora@daq; party %ﬁ puritans ftarted up
in England. It 1s not, however, neceffary to
dwell on the ftruggle that enfued. It was fo
far condu@ed with fpirit by individual mem-
bers of the Houfe of Commons, as to achieve y. 1 .ders
feveral folid acceflions to the privileges of that in Houfe
houfe, and to leave on lafting record a valuable :focn:m'
proteft againft the Tudor fyftem as one which
centuries of Englifh liberty rejected and dif-
claimed. Indeed, if Elizabeth had been lefs wife
and prudent, if her perfonal expenditure had
been wafteful or her exchequer ill fupplied, it
might have gone hardly with her. In vain fthegvain at-
packed the houfe with placemen,and flooded th: }:’“ :‘: to
country party with upwards of ﬁxtwew mem-fthem.
bers. Still the Stricklands and the Wentworths
remained, and ftill in every feflion there w:
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at leaft placed on record the duty and right of
parliament to inquire into every public matter
and to remedy every proved abufe. The cry
of Englifh liberty was never raifed more
piercingly, though it remained for later days
to fend back to it a louder and more terrible

echo.
Tafta& of  Elizabeth herfelf, in the clofing years of her
f"{ ior. Teign, fhowed that fhe had not remained un-
confcious or unmoved by the vehemence and
arpnefs of that cry.  Greateft of the Tudors
fhe unqueftionably was, it was when her
uthority might feem to have been moft
eakened, that fhe bequeathed to the race
hich fucceeded hers, by her laft act of fove-
eignty, an example which might have faved
hem the throne, if they could have profited
y it.  Unhappily they could only imitate her
in the qualities which provoked, and not in
+  thofe which fubdued or turned afide, refiftance.
Eliza- g1t is a ftriking fa&t in the career of this great
beth’s | Queen, that fhe could put afide her hatred and
pathy to J contempt even of Puritanifm itfelf, when fhe
ritans. § faw it had become fo transfufed with the defires
and wants of the people as to reprefent no
longer a religious dilj;ontent alone. While
fhe believed it to be confined within that limit,
the prifon and the rack were the only replies
Purian fhe made to it: becaufe the knew that from
f{i’:‘l{mhy all ferious attacks to maintain it, the caufe the
Eliza- Championed then prote®ed her moft effe&-
beth.  ually; and that from the very dungeons into
which fhe might throw the Puritan leaders,
they would yet be ready to offer up, as they
did, their prayers for the fafety of herfelf and
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the ftability of her government. For to all

the world 1t had become notorious, that the
deftinies and fate of the Reformation had

for the time fallen exclufively into her hands;

and that not in England only did fhe animate Champion
every effort conne@ed with the new faith, but :‘f“:l::‘“"
that, in her, centred not lefs the hopes of all Reforma-
who were carrying on the ftruggle, againft tion.
overwhelming numbers, in other lands. Of

the movement, however, of which fhe was

thus the heroine, fthe unhappily never recog-

nifed the entire meaning and tendency; and

inftead of difarming Puritanifm by conceflion,

fhe had ftrengthened and cherithed it by
perfecution.

But, towards the clofe of her reign, when, Puritan.
after that fubduement of the Roman Catholic ifmina
power on the continent to which fhe had ™
devoted fo many glorious years, fhe found
leifure to inveftigate patiently the domeftic
concerns of her kingdom, the old Puritan
remonftrance prefented itfelf to her under a new
form, and in ominous conjunéion with very
wide-fpread political diffatisfaction. Every- joined
where voices had become loud againft royal with
patents of monopolies ; and not only was her B ontent.
firft minifter’s coach mobbed in the ftreets when
he went to open her parliament of 1601, but,

when Mr. Serjeant Heyle rofe in that parlia-
ment to cxpre&s his amazement that a {ubfidy

fhould be refufed to the Oueen, feeing that

the had no lefs a right ands and_goo

of the {u an_to any revenue oE Eg A Queen’s
The HoiTe mmveraly ~hemmed andbeicnt

oule univerlally ‘“hemmed an oughed
¢ laughed and talked” down the learnedfdown.
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Serjeant. Nor was the afpe& of affairs become

lefs grave or ftrange, when, alittle later in that

Cecil's  fame affembly, Cecil thought it right to warn

Comimg ' the lower Houfe of dangers which had par-

“ticularly declared themfelves to his ripe and

experienced judgment. I muft needs give

‘“ you this for a future caution, that whatfo-

“« ever is fubject to public expe&ation cannot

‘“ be good, while the parliament matters are

¢ ordinary talk in the ftreet. I have heard

“ myfelf, being in my coach, thefe words

“ fpoken aloud : God profper thofe that further

Eliza- ¥V “ the overthrow of thefe monopolies!” It had not

beth's la then feemed poffible to the Secretary’s experi-

aneein ence, that the Queen herfelf might think it

Parlia-  fafer to attrac this prayer to her own profperity

Met than to let any one elfe reap the benefit of it;

but a very few days undeceived him. Eliza-

beth in perfon went to the Houfe, withdrew

all claim to the monopolies which had excited

refiftance, redreffed other grievances complained:

of, and quitted Weftminfter amid the fhouts

and prayers of the people that God might

profper their Queen. Within two more years

the died, bequeathing the Crown to her coufin
of Scotland.

JamesI.  To this point, then, the Tudor f{yftem had

1603.  been brought, when Scotland and England

became united under one fovereignty, and the

noble inheritance fell to a race, who, compre-

hending not one of the conditions by which

Two Jfalone it was pofiible to be retained, profligately

kingdomfimifufed until they completely loft it. The

ynited un¥calamity was in no refpec forefeen by the

Stuarts.  ftatefman, Cecil, to whofe exertion it was mainly
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due that James was feated on the throne ; yet
in regard to it he cannot be held blamelefs.
Right he undoubtedly was, in fo far as the
courfe he took fatisfied a national defire, and

91

brought under one crown two kingdoms that opportu-
could not feparately exift with advantage to Py loft

either ; but it remains a_reproach to his name

that he let {lip the occafion of obtaining ftor
the people lome fettled guaran EEIEE c:ﬂd

E have Eeen E}‘E}E ich mioht
ave lave

by Cecil,

not then ) inf} Etﬂ migh

fave 1aved half a century of bloodihed. None No condi-

{uch w lames. He was allowed ﬁtonsélc!:‘:*e
al .

to feize a prerogative, which for upwards of
fifty years had been ftrained to a higher pitch
than at any previous period of the Englith
hiftory ; and his_clum{y gra{p clofed on it
without a fign of remonftrance from the lead-
ing ftatclmen of England. © Do I _mak the
fg'ﬁ—b—rg"'rpx ges? Do I mak the Bifhops?~” he
exclaimed, as the powers of his new dominion

dawned on his delighted fenfe: <« fh;n, God’s
a

““ wauns ! I mak what likes me, law and gof-
< Del .'“ It was even fo. Kta time when 1t was

fion.

manifeft that the prerogative had outgrown no check
even the power of the greateft of the Tudors on over-

to retain it, when the confli& long provoke

lar right had to be redreffed or the old contti-
tution to be utterly furrendered, this licenfe
to make gofpel and law was given, with other
far more queftionable powers, to a man whofe-
perfonal appearance and qualities were as fug- .
geftive of contempt, as his public acts were:

d ftrained

. preroga-
was about to begin, when the balance of popu- tive.

. . . Provoca-
provocative of rebellion. It is neceffary tO i om o Re-

dwell upon this part of the fubjec ; for it iS bellion.
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only juft to his lefs fortunate fon and fucceffor

Penalties to fay, that in it lies the fource of not a little

tobe paid. for which the penalty was paid by him. What
is called the Great Rebellion can have no com-
ment fo pregnant as that which is fuggefted by
the chara&er and previous career of the firft of
the Stuart kings. Upon this, therefore, and
upon the court with which he furrounded him-
felf in England, though they do not otherwife
fall ftri@ly within my purpofe, I fhall offer a
few remarks before clofing this Effay.

§. 1. First StuarT KiInG.

Charater T hat James the Firft had a decidedly more
of James. than fair fhare of learning is not to be denied ;
but it was of no ufe to anyone, and leaft of all
to himfelf. George Buchanan was reproached
for having made him a pedant, and replied that
it was the beft he could make of him. Learn-
His leam- ing the great teacher could communicate, but
1ng neither obje@s nor methods for its ufe, nor even
a knowledge of its value. Probably no fuch
foolifh man, in ways of fpeech and life, as James
the Firft, was ever in fgirncfs entitled, before
or fince, to be called a really learned one. Never-
thelefs the greater marvel is, that not only,
being thus foolifh in language and condué, was
he undoubtedly a fcholar, but that he had alfo
His cun- an amount of native fhrewdnefs which fcholar-
ping and fhip had neither taught him, nor tamed in him.
nefs. He poflefled, to a quite curious extent, a quick
natural cunning, a native mother wit, and the
art of circumventing an adverfary ; and it was
to this Henri Quatre alluded when he called




§ 1. Firft Stuart King. 93

him the wifeft fool in Chriftendom. That Wifeft
what he had acquired ever helped him t0 a Cprien
ufeful thought, or a fuggeftion of practical dom.
worth, it is impoffible to difcover. Myftically
to define the prerogative as a thing fet far above
thelaw ; to exhibit king-craft as his own par-
ticular gift, direGtly vouchfafed from heaven ;
to denounce Prefbytery as the offfpring of the
devil ; to blow with K;.urxous vehemence what

e called counterblafts to tobacco; to dealfWhat he

damnation To the unbelievers .in_witchcraft,fid with
“learning.
and to pour out the wrath of the Apocalypfc‘

upon Popery ; wereits higheft exploits. He

had been bufy torturing and burning old
women for the imaginary crime of witchcraft,

while Elizabeth was preparing a fcaffold for his
mother; and it was to make the reft of the

world as befotted with fuperftition as him-

felf, that he wrote his Demonologie. Before he Ufes of his
was twenty, with an aftonithing difplay ofgkrow-
erudite authorities, he had conclufively fhown] “&*
St. Peter’s defcendant to be Anti-Chrift; bu

his real objettion to the Pope was his holi

nefs’s inconvenient rivalry to the royal fupre

macy, and James, who at other times feems to

have contemplated even the fetting up of a
Scotch Cardinal, was not more eager to fet fire

to a witch than to burn feditious priefts who

might prefume againft his own Anti-Chrift to

rebel. To him it was, in all conditions, the
climax of fin to refift any fettled authority.

He would have been right if fettled authority

had found in himfelf, as he appears to have Too con-
verily believed it had, its higheft exponent and fident an

. Ml
nobleft reprefentative that the earth could :;;:,',"P'
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afford. But it was far from being fo; and
his condu&, with all its grofs inconfiftencies,
Eally  finks to the mere felfith level. To feditious
g‘:m;;’; priefts he owed his Scotch throne, there could
" be no doubt ; but as little had he the courage
to take open part againft them, as the honefty
to refrain from intrigues with his mother’s
turbulent faction. The only allegiance he was
always true to, was that which he gloried in
avowing he implicitly owed to himfelf.
His ex- It may neverthelefs not be denied that, at
cufes.  leaft in that outfet of his life, he had fome
excufe for fuch felf-faving inftin&s, in the
ftraits through which he then paflfed. Alter-
nately fwayed between the two contending
forces; his perfon now feized by the Nobles,
and the Prefbytery now governing by his name ;
he fell into the habit of making unfcrupulous
ufe of either, as occafion happened to ferve.
A fchool And hence the fkill in outwitting people,
for king- the fly ways of temporifing, the ftudied deceit
craft, . . .
and cunning, which he formed gradually into a
fyftem under the mifufed name of kingcraft,
and in which his whole idea of government con-
fited. Of courfe neither party could truft
His pofi- him. The condition of king de faélo he owed
tween. . to the prefbyterians who placed him on the
Puritan ~ throne, but it was only from the papifts he
andPapif could obtain conceflion of the title of king de
jure which he coveted hardly lefs; and if he
detefted anything more than the Jefuit who
preached the pope’s right to releafe fubjeéts
from their allegiance, it was the Prefbyter who
claimed a power to control the aions of his
prince. And fo his chara&er was formed:
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without an opinion to reft upon, or a principle Forma-
to guide it ; devoid utterly of ftraightforward- tion of his
nefs or felf-reliance ; incapable, in any manly "
fenfe, of either friendfhip or enmity ; and,
above and in fpite of all, with a fort of intel-
le€tual aivity, real in itfelf and often of a
confummate fhrewdnefs, which threw only into
greater relief and more mifchievous prominence
thofe grave defe@ts of character. He never Hisattach-
formed an attachment which was perfectly ments-
creditable to him, or provoked a conteft from
which he did not run away. In this refpe&
he was always the fame, and the early Scotch
days of Arran but prefigured the later Englifh
ones of Somerfet and Buckingham.

Before he inherited the Englifh throne, Family of
James had three fons and two daughters born James.
to him. Of thefe, two fons and a daughter
died before they reached maturity; but to the
furviving daughter and fon, a memorable partin
Englith hiftory was affigned. At Falkland,gFrincee
in the autumn of 1596, was born Elizabeth gborn,
afterwards Queen of Bohemia: whofe name}s9s.
became identified on the continent with the
Proteftant caufe, and through the youngeft o
whofe ten children, the Ele&refs Sophia o
- Hanover, the Houfe of Brunfwick finally dif-
placed the Houfe of Stuart. At Dumferline,
in November 1600, was born Charles, his Prince
fecond fon, who fucceeded him as Charles the Shales
Firft: and fhortly before whofe birth, Sir Henry 160o.
Neville had written to Sir Ralph Winwood
that out of Scotland rumours were abounding
of no good agreement between the King of
Scots and his wife; and that ¢¢the difcovery
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¢ of fome affe&ion between her and the Earl

<« of Gowrie’s brother, who was killed with

The Go € himz was believed to be thg trueft caufe and
tie come ] €€ motive of all that tragedy. e tragedy
fpiracy. ¥ referred to was the mudcr, 1n their own caftle,
of the grandfon of the Ruthven who firft
ftruck at David Rizzio; and the condition
of James’s mother, when fhe witnefled the
affaffination of her favourite, was the fame as
that of his wife, when fhe heard the fate of
Alexander Gowrie. Not even in the blood-
ftained Scottifh annals is an incident to be found
more dark or myfterious than this; and, on the
day when the bodies of the two brothers were
fentenced to ignominious expofure, the fecond
g‘incle J fon of !ames and Anne was born. His Eaptﬂm
hades es'S was fudden, for he was hardly expeded to
209 outlive the day ; and it was thro}trlgh f: infancy
and boyhood of almoft hopelefs feeblenefs, he
ftruggled on to his ill-fated manhood. There

1s a complexional weaknefs imparted at birth,

which nothing afterwards will cure ; and this,

| difqualifying alike for refolved refiftance or for

manly {ubmiffion, was unhappily a part of

Charles the Firft’s moft fad inheritance. He

Phvical Was nearly fix years old before he could ftand or

defe@ts.  fpeak, his limbs being weak and diftorted, and

his mouth mal-formed ; nor did he ever walk

uite without difficulty, or fpeak without a

ammer. Who fhall fay how far thefe phyfical

defe&s carried alfo with them the moral weak-

nefles, the vacillation of purpofe and obftinacy

of irrefolution, the infincerity and bad faith,

which fo largely helped to bring him to the
fcaffold ?
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James’s laft year as the King of Scots was Profpet
probably the quieteft he had paffed in that of Englih
troubled fovereignty.  As his fucceffion to the '
Englifh throne drew nearer, his authority in
his hereditary kingdom grew more ftrong.

Many of his enemies had perifhed, others had Joy of
become impoverifhed ; and all began to think 2%
it more profitable game to join their king in a

foray on the incalculable wealth of England,

than to continue a ftruggle with him for the
doubtful prizes of his barren and intractable
Scotland. But his difputes with his fubje&s
furvived his dangers from them. What Indigna-
tamed the laity, had made more furious the ;" of
clergy; who already, in no diftant vifion, &Y
faw their fovereign feated on the Englith
throne furrounded by the pomps of prelacy,
and armed newly with engines of oppreflion
againft themfelves. Never was Kirk fo re-
bellious, in flaming up, fynod after fynod,
againft the fovereign’s unprincelinefs and un-
godlinefs ; and never was King fo abufive, in
protefting before the great God that highland
caterans and border thieves were not fuch
liars and perjurers as thefe ¢ puritan pefts in
« the church.” He was in the thickeft fury Eliza-
of the contention, when the fycophants who beths
had bribed Elizabeth’s waiting-woman  for nounced.
earlieft tidings of her laft breath, hurried head-

long into Scotland to falute him as Englith

King. Quietin% then, fome ill-temper of his

wife’s by fhrewdly bidding her think of nothing

but thanking God for the peaceable poffeflion

they had got, James fet out upon his journey Journey
fouthward on the sth of April, 1603. fouthward
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begun: It was indeed fomething to be thankful for,
1605  that peaceable poffeffion of the land to which
his very progrefs was a fort of popular triumph.
Doubly wonderful had Kings grown to us,
fays old Stowe, fo long had we, fifty years or
more, been under Queens. Racing againft
Novelty of €ach other as for life or death, ruthed ftatefmen
aKing and courtiers, lawyers, docors, and clergy,
:fz:;‘t‘:g civic corporations, mayoralties, officialities of
ofa every defcription and kind, all claflfes and
Queen.  conditions of public men,—eager to be fhone
upon by the new-rifen fun. And furely
never from ftranger luminary darted beams of
hope or promife upon expecant courtiers.
Perfonal | The l};n of a moft unhappy mother, by a
f“é’c':ﬁ."' miferable marriage, and even before birth ftruck
the new ] by the terror of the murder of Rizzio, James
monarch. lwas born a coward, and through life could
never bear even the fight of a drawn fword.
He was of middle ftature, and had a tendency
to corpulence, which the fathion of his drefs
Face and] greatly exaggerated. Hehad ared complexion
figure. ] and fandx hair, and a fkin fofter, it was faid,

than taffeta farfenet, becaufe he never tho-

anguine face had only the {cantieft growth of
beard ; and his large eye rolled about unceaf-
ingly with fuch fufpicious vigilance, that it
put fairly out of countenance all but the moft
experienced courtiers. He had a big head,
Slobber-§ but a mouth too fmall for his tongue, fo that
ingfpeeck he not only flobbered his words when he
talked, but drank as if he were eating his
drink, which leaked out on either fide again
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into the cup. His clothes formed a woollen
rampart around him, his breeches being in
large plaits and full ftuffed, and his doublets
quilted for fliletto proof; and fo weak and Shuffing
ricketty were his legs that his fteps became gt
circles, and he.was well-nigh helplefs when he
would walk alone. < He likes,” fays the
aftonithed chaplain of the Venetian embafly,
¢ in walking, to be fupported under the arms! Apgence
‘¢ by his chief favourites.” It was in truth a of flf-
neceflity, as the favourites were. His body had fupport.
as little in itfelf to fuftain it, as hismind. Both
fhuffled on by circular movements, and both
had need of fupports from without.

But, if the time has now come in England A fenceto
for any ferious confli& between the Subjet monarchy
and the Crown, where any longer is that fence down.
or barrier to the monarchy which the perfonal
qualities and bearing of Englifh fovereigns
have heretofore thrown up; and which in paft
years, even when its privileges were moft
onerous, has been no inconfiderable proteétion
to it? This clumfy, uncouth, fhambling|Courtiers
figure, with its goggle eyes, fhuffling legs, andlegnfound-
flobbering tongue, confounded even an cagelj )

congregation of courtiers ; and by the time it
reached London, a witnefs not prejudiced takes
upon himfelf to avouch, the admiration o

¢ shc intelligent world wag turneq Into con-
({4

tempt.

Up' to the clofe of the journey, neverthelefs, Royal
the contempt had been decently difguifed. At PFft
Newcaftle and York, magnificent civic enter- don.
tainments awaited his Majefty. With {plen-
dour not lefs profufe, Sir Robert Cary received

n 2
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Entertain- him at Widdrington, the Bifhop of Durham
ment: at Durham, Sir Edward Stanhope at Grimfton,
Lord Shrewfbury at Workfop, Lord Cumber-
land at Belvoir Caftle, Sir John Harrington at
Exton, the Lord Burghley at Burghley, and
Sir Thomas Sadler at Standen. With princely
AtHinch. hofpitality, Sir Oliver Cromwell regaled him
inbrook : @3¢ Hinchinbrook ; and, there, the fturdy little
nephew and namefake of Sir Oliver received
%‘ proba ymmre ion o azng, and of
| ¥ the fomething lefs than divinity that hedged
rft feesa him round. At Broxbourne, too, where Sir
King.  Henry Cox had provided noble entertainment,
%reeting as memorable was in ftore for him;
or here the greateft man then living in this
univerfe, T ol T T T
Interview homage. ethinks,” faid Francis Bacon

with after the interview, ¢¢his Majclly rather alks

Francis ; "
Bacon. counfel of the time paft than of the time

‘¢ to come ; ”’ and, clofing up againft the time
to come his own prophetic vifion, that wonder-
ful genius took his employment in the fervice
of the time paft. Nearer and nearer London,
meanwhile, the throng fwelled more and more;
and on came the King, hunting daily as he
came, inceflantly feafting and drinking, creating
knights by the fcore, and everywhere receiving
Arrival in worfhip as the fountain of honour. Vifions
land of  of levelling clergy and facious nobles, which
promife:  12d haunted him his whole life long, now
pafled for ever from him. He turned to his
Scotch followers, and told them they had at
laft arrived in the land of promife.
Interview  But he had yet to fee the moft important
withCecil: man in this promifed land. He was waiting
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the royal advent at his feat of Theobalds, At Theo-
within a few miles of London, on the 3rd of l;:d ;,i,y.
May: and ftrange muft have been the fir
meeting, at the gate of that {plendid manfion,
between the broad, fhambling, fhuffling, gro-

tefque monarch, and the fmall, keen, crook-
backed, capable minifter ; between the fon o

Mary Queen of Scots, and the fon of her chie
executioner. We are not left to doubt the Unfavour-
nature of the impreflion made upon Cecil. ;,:m':,','
During the years he afterwards paffed in on the
James’s fervice, he withdrew as far as poffible ™inifter-
from the control he might have claimed to
exercife, and the refponfibility he muft have
afflumed, over the home adminiftration; and

did his beft, to the extent of his means, by a
fagacious policy abroad, to keep England ftill Foreign
refpe@ed and feared in her place amid foreign policy.
nations. No one ferved the King fo ably, or,

there is reafon to believe, defpifed him fo

much. In her latter years, Elizabeth had
xacted of her munifters that tﬂey thould
addrels her Eceim and fome one congratu-

ated Cecil that thofe degrading conditions

were pafled away. “Would to_God,” he
replied, “1 yet {fpake upon m knees |
On the death of Cecxi, n t%e tenth year of Death of

the reign, James found himfelf firft free to Soilt
indulge, unchecked, his lufts of favouritifm.
Though already the Ramfays, Humes, and
Marrs, had contrived to thten themfelves
upon him, it is not until Cecil has paffed away

that we get full fight of the Somerfets and
Buckinghams. Robert Car was a poor but rife of

handfome young Scot, younger fon of one of Semerfet.
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the {fmall lairds of Teviotdale, ftraight-limbed,
well-favoured, ftrong-fhouldered, and fmooth-

faced, when the King’s eye fell upon him.
Within a few weeks he was created Knight,
Lord-treafurer, Vifcount, Knight of the Gar-

King’s ter, and FEarl; and everywhere about the
e Court, according to Lord Thomas Howard,
“the King was to be feen leaning upon him,
pinching his.cheek, fmoothing his ruffled gar-

ment, and, while dire&ing his difcourfe to

others, looking ftill at him. He attended him

at his rooms in illnefs, taught him Latin, beg-

gared the beft to enrich him ; and, when the:

wife of Raleich knelt at his feet to implore
Aim not to _make aeﬂltute tﬂe Eero Ee Eaa

’ mpriloned, Tpurned her from Mim with the
o wor'as, %] mun ha the land | 1 mun ha' It for

#
Somerfets Tt Car.” On the eve of Car’s arraignment as

s
fall. a ‘murderer, the king is defcribed, by one
who was prefent at their parting interview, to
have hung lolling about his neck, flobbering
his cheeks with kiflfes; and their ftrange
connecion was not even unloofed by Car’s
convicion of the crime. The life of Over-
bury’s murderer was fpared; he had fub-
fequent glimpfes of favour; and he received
no lefs a penfion than 4000/, a year when his
offices were transferred to a fucceffor certainly
better entitled to favour than himfelf, and a
man of greater ability, but whofe rife had
been hardly more honourable. Never any
Rife of | man, exclaims Clarendon of George Villiers,
Villiers. ¥ in any age, or in any country or nation, rofe
in fo fhort a time to fo much greatnefs of
| honour, fame, or fortune, upon no other ad-

_—— -
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vantage or recommendation than of the beauty
and gracefulnefs of his perfon. Norwasitina "‘;t“’i‘a’e':*at
lefs degree the amazement of the grave fignors a mafque.
and ambaffadors of Venice, when received at a

court mafque, to fee the prime minifter Buck-
ingham, for the dele&ation of the King, cut a

fcore of lofty and very minute capers, and the

King, for the reward of his prime minifter,

pat him on both cheeks with an extraordinary
affe&ion.

Such entertainment had of courfe little to
recommend it to Italian vifitors, who feem
rightly to have judged, of all the ordinary
aftors in it, that not only were they odious Scencsand
and profligate, but in fome fenfe or other 3%nin
defpicable. The likings of James’s court were '
indeed thofe of Comus and his crew; and
even the genius it engaged in its fervice, it
degraded to that level. Nakedly to indulge
every grofs propenfity, became the daily pur-
fuit and higheft qualification of all admitted to
its precin&s. The circle that furrounded
Elizabeth had been no very exa& model of
decency ; but there was ftrength of under- Unre-
ftanding in the Queen, and it conftrained the frained
vices of thofe around her, as it veiled her gences.
own. When James became chief of the revels,
this check paffed wholly away. Everything was
in wafteful excefs ; and in the foul corruption
which alone could fatisfy it, the men were not
more eagerly engaged than the women, who
drank alfo freely as they, and played as deep.

Lady Glenham took a bribe of a hundred Bribes
pounds for fome difhonourable work to be 2k bY
done by her father; and even the King’s
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coufin, poor Arabella Stuart, intrigued to get

one of her uncles a peerage, for a certain fum

to be paid to herfelf. The dead Queen had
gradually difufed, and at laft ftrictly prohibited,

S'fort“;‘f the brutal fports of the cockpit ; but her fuc-
pit. ¢ ceffor revived, and at leat twice every week
took part in them. Daily, from morning

until evening in the chafe, the bear-garden, or

the cockpit, and from ¢vening until night in

frofs fenfual pleafures, the Court pafled its

ife; and to what extent fuch life took pre-

] cedence of every other, may be partly meafured
Profligatd by the fa@ that the fee ofy the Mafter of the
expendi- | Cocks exceeded the united falaries of two
" | Secretaries of State. The fecond year of the
reign had not paffed, when Cecil had to write
to Lord Shrewfbury that the expenfe of the
royal houfehold, which till then had not ex-
ceeded thirty thoufand a year, had rifen to
a hundred thoufand ; “and now think,” added
the minifter of Elizabeth, ¢ what the Country
““feels; and fo much for that.” In the
feventh year of the reign, the furplus of outlay
above revenue continued, and, according to
Debts of the then value of money, James’s debts were
the King. half a million ; or at our prefent value, fome-
thing more than a million and a half. The

fhame of his neceflities became flagrant. His
treafurer, Buckhurft, was feized in the fireet

for wages due to his fervants; the very pur-

: veyors ftopped the fupply to his table; and
shameful fome years afterwards, when the embafly from
neceflities. Venjce came to London, fuch wants of the
royal houfehold were ftill common talk. They

went on increafing further, The hungry and
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numerous family of the favourite had to be
provided for as well as himfelf, and of all the Bucking-
favourites none had been fo profufe as Buck- ham's
ingham. As yet among rare luxuries was the ;:;tnr::a-
coach, unheard of till the preceding reign,

and then with two horfes only ; but James’s

prime minifter, to the general amazement of

men, drove fix, and even eight horfes. Hard Expedi-
would it be to fay which was moft degrading, ents for
the extremity of the wafte, or the defperation money:
of the means of meeting it. Benevolences

were tried, and exorbitant fines were impofed

by the Star Chamber on thofe who refifted

them or who counfelled refiftance. Impo- Benevo-
fitions by prerogative were laid in every form, ;;:::f and
and were backed by fuborned and fcandalous
decifions in the courts. Patents were granted Patents
on all fides to greedy projeftors, creating mo- nd mo-
nopolies the moft intolerable, and eating the pofles.
life out of trade. Fees had been got from
knighthood, until nobody more would incur

the coft; men of gentle birth had been ex-
haufted, till, as the faying went, not an untitled Knight-
Yorkfhire fquire was left to uphold the race ; hood ex-
and Lord Bacon, at even Ais wits’ end after Lord " fted: -
Montgomery’s barber and the hufband of the
Queen’s laundrefs had been knighted, fug-

gefted knighthood with fome new difference

and precedence. Hereupon baronetcies were g, one.
thought of ; and, being offered Tor a thoufand cies in-
pounds each to any who confented to be pur- vented:
chafers, for a time they made the King richer

by fome hundred thoufand pounds.  This new peerages
branch of induftry turning out fo well, the putupto
peerage had been next put up to fale, and not I°-
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lefs openly. For fix thoufand pounds a man
became a baron; for twenty thoufand an
earl ; and, if Mr. John Hampden, of Great
Hampden in Bucks, had not preferred a lefs
perifhable title, his mother would have given
ten thoufand pounds to make a vifcount of
him.

Yet the fcenes of extravagance and riot
which fo marked the Court of the firft of our
Stuart kings, may be chara&erized as even
decent and refpetable, by the fide of thofe
more deteftable exhibitions jn which its chief
acor claimed to be regarded as furnifhed forth
with fparkles of divinity, and the lieutenant
and vicegerent of God. James had written a
treatife to prove that inafmuch as Monarchy
was the true pattern of the Godhead, it could
in no refpe& be bound to the law; for as it
was atheifm and blafphemy to difpute what
God could do, fo it was prefumption and high
contempt to difpute what a King could do, or
fay that a King could not do this or that: and
an unimpeachable witnefs, who was prefent at
the Hampton Court Conference, has fhown with
what peculiar emphafis, upon occafion, he could
recommend thefe principles by his graces of
fpeech. At that Conference (a memorable
one, for in it the thing called Englifh Puritan-
ifm firft openly made good its claims to obtain
a hearing from majefty itfelf) he affected to fit
in judgment as moderator between the High
Church Party and the Puritans; and it was
after having heard the high churchmen at great
length, and with much gracioufnefs, that he
interpofed with fcurrilous abufe as foon as the
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Puritans began to fpeak. He ¢ bid them
CTR—— . . c °
‘“awaie with their fnivellinge; moreover, he

< withed thofe who would take away the fur-

¢ plice might want linen Tor thelr own breech.

« The bniﬁops,” it is added nawcly, < feemed Delight
¢ much pleafed, and faid his majeftie fpake by of the
« the power of infpiration.” ~ One of the
bifhops prefent, indeed, Bancroft of London,

flung himfelf on his knees, and protefted his

heart melted for joy ¢ that Almighty God had,

¢ in his fingular mercy, given them fuch a| *
“ King as had not been feen fince Chrift’s

¢ time.” Chancellor Ellefmere ried out that Chan-

for his part iic had now feen what he had never fﬁlle"ff

hoped to fee, King and Prieft united fully in mere'
one perfon; and %rcﬁsxmo Whitoift afleve- ideal.
ratea Eﬁat his Majelty Ipoke by the Spirit of
God. <] 'wilf not W:Eat they mean,” agas the
Teporter of the Conference, ¢ But the fpirit

< was rather foul-mouthed.” Tt was cruel
alfo; for the charaéter in which this deified
Scotch t next prefented himfelf was one

that might well have been fuggefted and
juftified by fuch obfequious blafphemy. He james's
fent two Unitarian minifters, Bartholomew religious
Legat and Edward Wrightman, to perifh by i
the ftake at Smithfield ; he fent to the fcaf-

fold, after torturing, the white-haired old
puritan Peachem; and he perfecuted to the
death the Dutch reformer Vorftius, againft
whofe tolerant and pious teaching he had
penned the memorable declaration which was
infcribed to ““our Lord and Saviour Jefus

¢ Chrift by his moft humble and moft obliged

¢ fervant James.” Ir the prefence of fuch
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acs and utterances, and of the utter impofii-
bility of difcovering for them any reafonable
mitigation or excufe, it is not harfh to James’s
memory to fay that the blood of his unhappy
fon only half expiated thefe and fimilar fins.
The records of civilifed life, and of rational
men, offer no other inftance of fuch pretenfions.
We have to turn for a parallel to the peftilen-
tial fwamps of Africa, where one of thofe pro-
digious princes whom we bribe with rum to
affift us in fupprefling the flave-trade,announced
lately to an Englifh officer, *“God made me

< after His image: —:
« M_H'ET—'ET sgom ed me a King.” This was
James’s creed precifely; and after delivering it
to his fubje&ts in words exaltly fimilar, he
might be publicly feen of them, as Harrington
delgcribes him at a mafque given by Cecil,
¢ wallowing in beaftly delights.” . -

It will neverthelefs be barely juft to add,
even of this revolting picture, that it has been
darkened by touches of a more infamous com-
plexion of which there is no proof. In the
Overbury proceedings much muft ever remain
inexplicable; but agitation under threat of
an accufation unnamed, confifts unfortunately
with innocence quite as much as with guilt.
A weak man is even likelier than a guilty one
to be difturbed as James was, when Somerfet’s
dark threats were brought to him by the
Lieutenant of the Tower; and there exifts a
letter of his at Lambeth, replying to the
EarP’s remonftrance againft inquiry into the
murder, which, though earlier than the dif-
clofures of the Lieutenant, renders incredible
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the inference they might elfe have led to. In
plain words I believe James to have had as
little to do with Overbury’s death as with
Prince Henry’s, and that fufpicions even more Innocent
deteftable reft upon no fair evidence. EnouglyestoOver-
otherwife has here been faid to explain thelprisce -
contempt and diflike, which, feveral years be-JHenry.
fore his death, had faftened upon his name,
and were the inheritance of his race. i

Let an intelligent foreigner defcribe for opinions
us the opinion of their ruler, which had be- of the
come generally prevalent among the Englifh PPl
people. ¢ Confider for pity’s fake,” fays
M. de Beaumont, in one of his defpatches,

what muft be the ftate and condition of a
< prince, whom the preachers publicly from
“ the pulpit affail; whom the comedians of contempt
‘¢ the metropolis covertly bring upon the ftage; of the
« whofe wife attends thofe reprefentations in Perion of

he fc
< order to enjoy the laugh againft her hufband; :'e:ei(g,-n.

< whom the Parliament braves and defpifes;
508 o T soiverHl haed by e whole
< people. e Frenchman’s great mafter,
Henn Quatre, fhortly before he fell by the
hand of an affaffin, had fpoken of the effects
of fuch contempt when directed againft the
perfon of a Sovereign, as marvellous and
horrible: and in this cafe alfo they were ropocyto
deftined to prove marvellous and horrible, iz Charles I.

the fecond generation.



THE DEBATES ON
THE GRAND REMONSTRANCE.

NoveMBER AND DECEMBER, 1641.

§ 1. PREFATORY.

Moft ex- Ir the queftion were put to any thoroughly
cting  informed ftudent of our Great Civil War,
incident  into what fingle incident of the period before
war.  {the a&ual outbreak would appear to have been
concentrated the largeft amount of party paf-
fion, he could hardly fail at once to fingle out
the Grand Remonftrance. And if he were
then afked to name, out of all the party en-
counters of the time, that of which the fubject
matter and antecedents have been moft unac-
countably flurred over by hiftorians, he muft
Mo ne. Perforce give the fame anfwer. It follows
pledted by that the writers of hiftory have in this cafe
iftorians. thought of fmall importance what the men
whofe deeds they record accounted to be of the
reateft, and it will be worth inquiring how

ar the later verdiét is juft.

Happily, the means exift of forming a
judgment as to the particular fubjed, on
grounds not altogether uncertain or unfafe.
The Grand Remonftrance itfelf remains.
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Under maffes of dull and lifelefs matter heaped Remon-
up in Rufhworth’s ponderous folios, it has fance
lain undifturbed for more than two centuries; ';Wh-
but it lives ftill, even there, for thofe who care worth.
to ftudy its contents, and they who fo long

have turned away from it unftudied, may at

leaft plead the excufe of the dreary and deter-

ring companionfhip around it. The truth,
however, s, that to the art and difingenuoui-

nefs of Clarendon it is really due, in this
inftance as in fo many others, that thofe who Miflead-
have written on the confli& of parties before g of
the civil war broke out, have been led off to don.

a falfe iffue. He was too near the time of the
Remonftrance when he wrote, and he had
played foo eager a part in the attempt to
obftru® and prevent its publication to the
people, not to give it prominence in his Hif-

tory ; but he found it eafier to falfify and Falfifice-
mifreprefent the debates concerning it, of which Debates.
there was no publifthed record, than to pafs
altogether in filence the ftatements made in it,
diffufed as they had been, fome fcore of years
earlier, over the length and breadth of the

land. Indeed it alfo better ferved the purpofe

he had, fo to garble and mifquote thefe; and MifRate-
from the fragment of a fummary he gave, fill- = §°1‘
ing fome fix pages of the o&avo edition of hisall.
book, Hume and the hiftorians of the laft
century derived manifeftly the whole of what
they knew of the Grand Remonftrance. But
even the more careful and lefs prejudiced hif-
torians of our own century have not thown
that they knew much more.

Upon the debate in the Houfe before it was
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put to the vote, as referred to by Hyde, all
writers have dwelt ; and of courfe every one
has copied and reproduced thofe graphic
touches of Philip Warwick, the young courtier
and follower of Hyde, afterwards the faithful
fervant of the King, in which he gives his
verfion of what the Remonftrance was, how it
originated, and what an exciting debate it led to.
How fome leading men in the Houfe, as he
fays, jealous of the propofed entertainment to
be given by the City to the King on his return
from Scotland, had got up an entertainment of
their own in the fhape o}) a libel (the Remon-
ftrance, that is), than which fouler or blacker
could not be imagined, againft his perfon and
government; and how it paffed fo tumultu-
oufly, two or three nights before the king came
to town, that at three o’clock in that Novem-
ber morning when they voted it, he thought
they would all have fat in the Valley of the
Shadow of Death : for they would, like Joab’s
and Abner’s young men, all have catched at
each other’s locks, and fheathed their fwords
in each other’s bowels, had not the fagacity
and great calmnefs of Mr. Hampden, by a
fhort fpeech, prevented it, and led them to
defer their angry debate until the next morn-
ing.®* Doubtlefs a fcene to be remembered,
and which naturally has attracted all attentions
fince ; but that out of the many who have fo
adopted it, and, from the mere reading it, felt
fome fhare in the excitement it pourtrays, not
one fhould have been moved to make clofer

* Memoires of the Reign of King Charles the Firf}, by Sir
Philip Warwick, Knight, (Ed. 170z) 203-2. by
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inquiry into what the fo-called ¢¢libel” really Various
was that {o had roufed and maddened the par- :;fg‘r:::’
tifans of the King, may fairly be matter of Remon-
furprife. Hallam is content to give fome ftrance.
eight or nine lines to it, in which its contents
are not fairly reprefented. Lingard difpofes
of it in fomething lefs than a dozen lines.
Macaulay has only occafion incidentally to
introduce it, and a fimple mention of it is all
that falls within the plan of Carlyle. Godwin

fles over it in filence ; and fuch few lines as
Difraeli (in his Commentaries) vouchfafes to
it, are an entire mif-ftatement of its circum-
ftances and falfification of its contents, [t is Clarendon
not neceffary to advert fpecifically to other hif- §5irL] i
tories and writings conneced with the period;
but the affertion may be confidently made,
that in all the number there is not one, what-
ever its indications of refearch and originality
in other direions may be, which prefents
reafonable evidence of any better or more inti-
mate knowledge of the Grand Remonftrance
than was derivable from the garbled page of
Clarendon. The purpofe of this work is to Purpofe of
remove that reproach from the ftudy of this the pre-,
period of hiftory ; not merely by endeavouring )
to prefent in fome detail, and with explanatory
illuftration from manufcript and contemporary
papers, an abftract of the contents of the
- Remonftrance, but by reproducing, from
records as yet untouched, fuch accurate and
detailed defcriptions of the debates that at-
tended its paflage through the Houfe, as may wrigten
perhaps alfo reproduce, and reanimate with from Ms.
their old truth and vividnefs, the a@ual circum- "™

I
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ftances of the time. Only fo may the eagernefs
and paffion difplayed on both fides become
again intelligible to the modern reader.

§1I.WHAT THE GRAND REMONSTRANCEW as.,
w

Cafe of THis _moft memorable State Paper, com-

the Parlialmonly 10 garbled anmmoﬁ’fnvaﬁabﬁo mifre-

ment

againft thprefented as I have had occafion to remark,

King. Jremains neverthelefs a fa& living and acceffible
to us; a folid piece of actual hiftory, retaining the
form which its authors gave to it, and breathing
ftill fome part of the life which animated them.
It embodies the cafe of the Parliament againft

the Minifters of the King. It is the moft

uthentic ftatement ever put forth of the
Tongs endured by all clalles of the Lnghih
i q Re Trit niteen years Of the

ople, during t
Great [reign of Charles ; and, for that reafon,
Rebellionffife " moft complete juftification upon record of

the Great Rebellion, It poflefles, for the
ftudent of that event, the fpecial intereft which
arifes from the fa&, that it demonftrates more
clearly than any other paper of the time, by its
Religion clofe and powerful reafoning, how infeparable
and Joli- Religion and Politics had become, and how
union.  €ach was to be ftabbed only through the fide
of the other, If we would fatisfy ourfelves

that wherever any writer fuch as Hume has

fought to put a diftin&ion between the modes

of regarding thefe fubjects purfued by the
ftatefmen of this Parliament, and that where

Hume's he has contrafted their profound capacity,
Rl dit- undaunted courage, and largenefs of view in
* Civil Affairs, with their fuppofed narrownefs
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and bigotry in Religion, he has fimply fhown refuted
how imperfe& and narrow had been his own by the
ftudy and preparation for the tafk of doing grance.
juftice to fuch men, we have but to turn to
the Grand Remonftrance. For the prefent I
can only dwell upon it briefly.

It defcribes, then, the condition of the three
kingdoms at the time when the Long Parlia-
ment met, and the meafures taken thereon to
redrefs ftill remediable wrongs, and deal out
juftice on their authors. Enumerating the Character

ftatutes pafled at the fame time for the good of f:nit: con=

the fubje&, and his fafety in future years, it
poirits out what yet waited to be done to com-
plete that neceflfary work, and the grave obftruc-
tions that had arifen, in each of the three
kingdoms, to intercept its completion. It
warns the people of dangerous and defperate
intrigues to recover afcendancy for the court
fattion ; hints not obfcurely at ferious defec- Warnings
tions in progrefs, even from the popular againt
phalanx ; accufes the bifhops of a defign to io
Romanize™The. Bogiin CEurcﬂ > denounces
=TT OT T Counlels T Scotfnd and Tre-
land ; and calls upon the King to difmifs evil
counfellors. It is, in brief, an appeal to the
country ; confifting, on the one hand, of a
dignified affertion of the power of the Houfe
of Commons in re-eftablifhing the public liber-
ties, and, on the other, of an urgent reprefen-
tation of its powerleflnefs either to proteét the
future or fave the paft, without immediate Appeal

refent fupport againft papifts and their to the
Ewourers in the Houfe ofP Lords, and their <™
unfcrupulous partizans near the throne. There

12
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is in it, neverthelefs, not a word of difrefpe&
to the perfon or the juft privileges of royalty ;
and nothing that the fair fupporters of a found
Church Eftablifhment might not frankly have
approved and accepted. Of all the State
Papers of the period, it is in thefe points much
the moft remarkable ; nor, without very care-
fully reading it, is it eafy to underftand rightly,
or with any exa&nefs, either the iffue challenged
by the King when he unfurled his ftandard, or
the objetts and defires of the men who led the
Houfe of Commons up to the a&ual breaking
out of the war.

Effential as the ftudy of it is, however, to
any true comprehenfion of this eventful time,
the difficulty of reproducing it in modern hif-
tory muft doubtlefs be admitted. It is not
merely that it occupies fifteen of Rufhworth’s
clofely printed folio pages, but that, in fpecial
portions of its argument, it paffes with warmth
and rapidity through an extraordinary variety
of fubje&s, of which the conne&ion has ceafed
to be always immediately apparent. Matters
are touched too lightly for eafy comprehenfion
now, which but to name, then, was to ftrike a
chord that every breaft refponded to. Some
fubjeits alfo have a large place, to which only
a near acquaintance with party names and
themes can affign their juft importance, either
as affecting each other, or making ftronger the
ultimate and wider appeal which by their means
was defigned. The very heat and urgency of
tone, the quick impatience of allufion, the
minute fubdivifion of details, the paffionate
iteration of topics, everything that made its
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narrative fo intenfe and powerful once, and Its vari-
gives to it in a certain fenfe its vividnefs and 22
reality ftill, conftitutes at the fame time the detail.
difficulty of prefenting it in fuch an abftra&,
careful and conne&ef, not without detail and

yet comprefled, as would admit of reproduc-

tion here. It will be well worth while, never-
thelefs, to make the trial; which, however

fhort it may fall of fuccefs in the {)articular
matter, may have fome hiftorical value inde-
pendently. For, by the ufe of thofe manu- Purpofed
fcript records to which I have referred, as yet ;:;“Mgt.m"
unemployed by any writer or hiftorian, it will records.
at leaft be poflible to illuftrate the abftra& to

be given by an account of the Debates refpe&-

ing it in the Houfe of Commons, and thefe

with relation as well to itfelf as to its antece-

dents and confequences, far more interefting,
becaufe more minute and faithful, than any
heretofore given to the world. And in this

will be the undoubted additional advantage,

that thereby will be fupplied a not inefficient

teft for Clarendon’s accuracy and honefty of Tef for
ftatement in the moft critical part of his nar- (laren-
rative of thefe affairs. hg::ﬂy.

§m. Sk Simonps D’Ewes AND HIS
ManuscriprT JournaL ofF THE Lone
PARLIAMENT.

ONE preliminary to the tafk I have under- Authority
taken feems to be required of me. To eftab- £go5T
lith for myfelf the claim to authenticity of this work.
ftatement which it is propofed to difpute in
others, it will be neceflary to defcribe the
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authority from which the moft part of the
fa&ts given in this paper are derived, and now
firft contributed to hiftory. They are the
refult of much tedious and painful refearch
into the blotted manufcripts of ;ir Simonds
D’Ewmﬁﬁo nd volumes in
the Britith Mufeum,* and entitled, ¢“A Journ
of the Parliament begun November 3d,
¢ Tuefday, Anno Domini 1640.” To the
exiftence of fuch a journal attention has been
lately drawn more than once by allufions in
Mr. Carlyle’s writings in conne&ion with
Cromwell ;+ and from a manufcript abftra&
made for him when he contemplated writing
a Hiftory of the Puritans (a proje& which
it is a matter of great regret that he aban-
doned), a very interefting notice of D’Ewes,
with fome account of his Journal, was pub-
lithed feveral years ago in the Edinburgh
Review.f Mr. Carlyle kindly placed this

* Harleian MSS. Nos, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166.

+ ¢ We call thefe Notes the moft interefting of all manu-
¢ fcripts. To an Englith foul who would underftand what
¢ was reall ble and godlike in iP; Hiftory of his
¢ counlry, Elﬁmgmilﬂmgm what was at bottom
¢ yn-memorable and devil-like ; who would bear in everlaftin
¢ femembrance the dongs of our noble heroic men, and fin
‘“into everlafting oblivion the doings of our low ignoble
¢ quacks and fham-heroes,—what other record can be fo
¢¢ precious ?’—Carlyle’s Mifecellanies, iv. 338-9.

1 For Julz, 1846. I do not betray any confidence in
ftating that this paper was by that very learned and agreeable
writer, Mr. John Bruce, whofe defcription of D’Ewes’s
original manufcript may here be fubjoined, in confirmation of
what is faid in the text. ¢ For fome part of the time, the
¢ Notes have been copied and written out in a narrative form,
“in a refpectable hand ; in other places, we have nothing
¢ but the rough jottings-down of D’Ewes’s own pen. At
¢ firft, when we begin to read them, all is obfcurity, as dull
¢“ and denfe as that which overclouds the pages of Rufhworth,
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manufcript at my difpofal on my commencing

fome years fince, at the requeft of the Meflrs.
Longman, what I have found to be the not

very eafy tafk of preparing for a library edition,

and making lefs unworthy of the favour ex- Necefity
tended to it, a work entitled The Statefmen of of ﬂ“:)'-
the Commonwealth written feveral years before. 2‘,?5,,:1
On comparing, however, its abftract of D’Ewes MS.
with the original, it proved to be fo entirely
imperfect and deficient even as an index to the

larger collections, that there was no alternative

but to begin the refearch anew. I will preface

what I have to relate as the refult of fuch

more careful inquiry with a brief account of

the writer.

Simonds D’Ewes was the eldeft fon of Paul Account
D’Ewes, one of the Six Clerks of the Court g,E
of Chancery, who had married the daughter of = "
his chamber-fellow in the Temple, Richard
Simonds, whofe Dorfetfhire eftate, inherited
by his daughter, went afterwards to enrich her
fon. He was born in December 1602 ; and, gom
after a childhood pafled with his mother’s 1602.
family in Dorfetfhire, lived with his father
alternately in Suffolk and in Chancery Lane;
went in his fourteenth year to Bury School,
and in his fixteenth to St. John’s in Cambridge,
from which, after a refidence of little more
than two years, he was very glad to get back At Cam-
to his father, out of, as he tells us, the {wear- ':?:’g"
¢ Nalfon, and the Journals; but as we go on, the mift
¢ gradually grows lefs denfe,—rays of light dart in here and
¢ there, illuminating the palpable obfcure; and in the end,
¢¢ after much plodding, and the exercife of infinite patience,

¢ we may come to know the Long Parliament as thoroughly
‘¢ as if we had fat in it.”
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ing, drinking, rioting, and luftful indulgence,
abounding generally in Cambridge at that time.
So long previously as his ninth year he had
been entered of his father’s Inn, {o that now, on
going into commons at the Temple, he found
himfelf, lad as he was, ““ancient” to above
two hundred elder Templars. But, though
deftined for a working lawyer, he did not take
kindly to the pra®ical ftudy of the profeffion.
True to his firft childifh affociations with the
Chancery Rolls and Records in his father’s
houfe, he went fuddenly back to the purfuit
thus favoured moft, and became a confirmed
Antiquary. He had not mis-fpent his time at-
Cambridge. He was a fair claffical and Englifh
fcholar, had got himfelf well up in Ariftotle,
and was accuftomed to recreate his leifure with
Spenfer’s Fairy Queen. But the grand purpofe
of all ftudy now prefented itfelf in other and
more abforbing fhapes ; and from this to the
clofe of his life he found ¢ in records and other
‘¢ exotic monuments of antiquity, the moft
‘“ ravithing and fatisfying part of human
¢ knowledge.”

Fortune befriended him. As his father had
married an heirefs, he thought he might look
out for one himfelf; and he found one. In
his twenty-fourth year he married a Suffolk
heirefs who had not quite completed her four-
teenth,and fiveyears later he added greatlytoher
eftate by inheriting his father’s. He bought a
knighthood and afterwards a baronetcy, worked
hard at the tranfcription of records, colle&ed
valuable manufcripts and parchment rolls,
amaffed materials for what he flattered himfelf
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would be “a more exa& hiftory of Great Projeais
¢¢ Britain that remaineth of any nation in the 2 Hiftory.
¢¢ Chriftian world,” compiled his really valu-

able Journals of Elizabeth’s Parliaments, and
brought together a library of fome rarity and
worth. The growth of his importance had High

. . . . Sheriff of
been marked meanwhile by his nomination as suffolk,

High Sheriff of Suffolk in 1639. He had 1639.
not in former years been unmindful of public
affairs, nor had the ftudy of antiquity dulled

a fomewhat fharp fight for what was
actually pafling around him; but not until

the time of his official experience had he
realifed all the wrongs under which his country-

men were labouring. He was not long now

in publicly declaring himfelf of the Puritan

party, his natural leaning to which had been
further ftrengthened by his affection for his

wife’s coufin, Sir Nathaniel Barnardifton, after-

wards member for the county; and the end Sympathy
of it was that upon his humbly bringing pi*%
before the Council, in his chara&er of High
Sheriff, certain ancient records fhowing the
illegality of fhip money, and proving other

aéts of the Board to be unwarrantable, Laud
incontinently made a determined patriot o

him by flinging him into the Star Chamber.
Refolved upon this to get a hearing for his
.records in Parliament, fince elfewhere they

were filenced, he offered himfelf twice before

he fecured a feat, but was at length returned Retumed
to the Long Parliament for Sudbury. He o tong
came up to London laden with the manufcripts, ment for
books, and parchment rolls, that were to pro- Sudbury.
claim his knowledge of the ancient liberties ;
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Lodgings took a lodging firft in Millbank Lane, and
at Vieh-then in “Goate’s Alley, a little beyond the
" ¢«White Lyon Taverne, near the Pallace Yard”;
took his feat on the day when the committee
of feven were appointed to fearch for prece-
dents in the contemplated proceedings againft
Strafford ; and on that night wrote off to his
wife, whom he had left behind him in Suffolk,
Firt { ¢ I fpake thrice this morning in the Houfe,
fpeech iff < and at my fecond fpeech vouched a record,
o€ ¥ < which not onelie gave great fatisfation, but
¢¢ ended a waightie and perplexed difpute it was

¢¢ then controverting.”

Daily from that day onward, for upwards
of four years, Sir Simonds D’Ewes attended in
the place he had fele@ed for himfelf, on

Affiduous the front bench at the left of Mr. Speaker,
atend- - juft oppofite the end of the Clerk’s table,
" with the regularity and precifion of one

of his own precedents. “ Vouching” them

almoft every day thenceforward, having fome-

thing to fay from them on almoft every
queftion, and, what is moft to our prefent pur-

pofe, never failing for a fingle day, when not

wakes . {peaking himfelf, to be feen bufily writing in a
devaeee note-book as others fpoke around him, there fat
the learned and felf-fatisfied member for that

{mall Suffolk borough, taking no unimportant
part in the making of hiftory. His love for,
ftudying records had fortunately extended to
a paffion for creating them, and the fruit of his |
daily taking of notes was the. manufcript
f‘;l“‘itof. ¢ Journal of the Parliament begun November
Creott e 3d, Tuefday, Anno Domini 1640,” which
ftill continues for us, as I have ftated, a record
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of inappreciable value. Even as Sir Simonds in five
had a&tually written them in the Houfe, with Tolumes
note-book on his knee and ink-bottle hanging Journal.
at his breaft, great portions of them remain,
confufedly bound up with dupljcate copies and

other portions more fairly tranfcribed ; and
hence, arifing from their very claim to implicit
acceptance, the impoflibility of accepting them

from any but the original manufcript.

I foon found, indeed, on beginning the en- condition
quiry before adverted to, that without ftrictly of the
honeft and earneft examination of D’Ewes’s 7E™!
actual handwriting, it was impoffible to make
anything of the Journal. Whatever in it
is moft valuable, is in the rougheft blurred
condition ; written often on the backs of
letters, mere difjetia membra of Notes for a
Diary, often all but illegible, now and then
entirely fo; and the reader will better under-
ftand the full force of this remark who turns
to the careful facfimile made for me of two of Pages fac-
its pages, and given as an illuftration to the i™
prefent volume. Many portions, certainly,
are more legibly written, a fecretary or tran-
fcriber having been called in for the purpofe ;
but thefe are found upon examination to be
alfo the lefs valuable, confifting often of illuf-
trations drawn from contemporaneous printed
records, of prodigioufly lengthy expanfions of
fomewhat pedantic orations by D’Ewes him-
felf, or of extrads from the Journals or other
documents fupplied by the Clerk of the Houfe.

Other parts, again, appear in duplicate, as Compo-
mere expanfions of preceding notes. On the JetFars
other hand, wherever the blotted writing of )
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acual and ftill living record of what he had
himfelf heard, and himfelf noted down, with
pen and ink, as he fat in that memorable par-
liament ;* and thefe Notes, extending from
1640 to 1645, and in which the fourth or
fifth of thofe years is found jumbled up with
the firft, fecond, or third, the one perhaps
written on the reverfe of the other, have been
thrown together and bound with fuch equally
fmall regard to fucciné arrangement, that the

* I quote a paffage from the original manufcript under
date November 13th, 1641, The plea and demurrer put in
by the bifhops was then in debate, and Mr. Holborne, member
for St. Michaels, was fpeaking. ‘¢ I was then about to with-
¢ draw a little out of the houfe, and went down as far as the
‘¢ place where he was {peaking; and finding a feat empty
““ almoft juft behind him, I fat down, thinking to have heard
¢ him a little, before I had gone out. But finding him en-
¢ deavour to juftify the plea and demurrer, I drew out again
‘“my pen and ink, and took notes, intending to anfwer him
‘“ again as foon as he had done.” Between four and five
months later (March s, 1641-2) a fpecial inftance occurred of
the jealoufy very frequently exhibited by members of the
houfe in regard to the praétice of note-taking. Sir Edward
Alford, member for Arundel, had been obferved taking notes
of a propofed Declaration moved by Pym. Sir Walter Earle,
member for Weymouth, upon this objeéted that he had feen
¢ fome at the lower end comparing their notes, and one of
‘¢ them had gone out.” Alford was thereupon called back,
and his notes required to be given up to the Speaker. D’Ewes
then continues: ¢ Sir Henry Vane ?enr. fitting at that time
‘¢ next me, faid he could remember when no man was allowed
‘¢ to take notes, and wifhed it to be now forbidden. Which
¢ occafioned me, being the principal note-taker in the houfe,
‘“to fay, &c. That the praétice exifted before he was born.
« For ¥ had a Journal, 13th Elizabeth. For my part I fhall
“ not communicate my journal (by which I meant the entire
‘¢ copy of it) to any man living. {f you will not permit us
¢ to write, we mult go to fleep, as fome among us do, or go
¢ to plays, as others have done.” For further illuftrations I
may perhaps refer the reader to the Arref? of the Five Members,

§ xxuii.
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record of the fame week’s debates may occa-
fionally have to be fought through more than
one, or even two-volumes. The pages in
facfimile prefixed to this work, which exprefs
fairly the condition of the reft, were feleted
not for that reafon, but becaufe they were

found to contain a fa& of fuch great hiftorical ff"?u“:P'e
importance, and to fet at reft, in a manner fo t,ncel;?

12§

ftartling and unexpected, difcuffions relating their

to it which have divided the writers of hiftory,
that it feemed defirable to prefent them in a
fpecially authentic form. Yet the very pages
lg containing it were found entirely feparated
from the main part of the debates of which
they form the connected portion, and mixed
up, in a different volume of the MS., with
the quite difconne@ed records of three years
later. All this, at the fame time, while it
explains the obfcurity in which D’Ewes’s Notes
have until now been permitted to reft, gives
us alfo ftriking proofP of the genuinene%s of
the record. Its extraordinary value and ex-
aétnefs will appear in the fe@ion I am about to
devote to the fubje@ of Strafford’s Attainder,
as well for more detailed explanation of the
new fa& referred to, as for the better under-
ftanding of the pofition of parties during the
Remonftrance debates. The reader, who
afterwards purfues with me the fubje& of the
Great Remonftrance itfelf, will have lefs reafon
to doubt the fcrupulous veracity of what is
here about to be contributed to its illuftration.

contents.

Why not
earlier
made ufe
of.
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§ 1v. ATTAINDER OF THE EARL OF

STRAFFORD.
THe Bill for Strafford’s Attainder has been
genera oyed as of opinion upon

the occurrences of this great period. To have
oppofed, or to have fupported it, is even to
this day put forth for proof, in either partizan,
of the temperate love of freedom or of the
unreafoning paffion for revolution. The folly
of adopting fuch a teft, and the grave contra-
dictions it involved, have been often pointed
out; but it has neverthelefs been flill re-
peated and infifted on, with no abatement of
confidence.

The laft perfon of any pretenfion who made
ufe of it, a privy councillor and county mem-
ber, himfelf a lineal defcendant of Charles the
Firft’s Chief Juftice of the Pleas,* claffes the
Attainder with what he calls the revolutionary,
the < fatal ” a&, for perpetuation of the Par-
liament, to which the royal affent was given
on the fame day ; and he contrafts the reck-
lefs fupporters of fuch legiflative abominations
in the perfon of Mr. Pym, with the confti-
tutional fupporters of a limited monarchy
reprefented by my lord Clarendon. It is
neverthelefs more than doubtful whether Mr.
Edward Hyde did not vote for the attainder,

* The late Mr. George Bankes of Dorfetfhire, who made
ufe of the expreflions quoted in the text, in remarking on fome
family papers of his anceftor Sir John Bankes, Charles the
Firft's Chief Juftice of the Common Pleas, which he publifhed
a few years ago,
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and it is very certain that he did vote for the
bill to perpetuate the parliament. The fame
ingenuous admirer of Clarendon ftrongly de-

nounces the celebrated Proteftation on behalf The

of Parliamentary liberty and the Reformed gProtcht

religion, brought forward at the time by Pym defend
with fo furprifing an effe& upon the people, F2lia-

. . . ment and
without a‘Ppearmg to be in the leaft aware Religion.
e

that the fecond name affixed to the Proteft-
ation was Edward Hyde’s.* He can find ,
nothing better than Robefpierre’s Reign of
Terror wherewith to compare the excitements | o
and ¢ pretended ” plots that forced on Straf-
ford’s execution; though it refts on authority

* In aletter to Lady D’Ewes, Sir Simonds thus defcribes D*Ewes
the ill-fated interference of the King which direétly led to the ¢o Lady
Proteftation, and deftroyed the laft hope entertained by D'Ewes.
Strafford. ¢ On Saturday morning wee underftood that the
‘¢ King was come to the Upper Houfe and expeéted us. Some
‘¢ feared a diffolution ; but Mr. Maxwell came in with his
*¢ white fticke, and looking cheerfullie, faied, Feare not ; noe
¢ harme, I warrant you. But trulie wee heard there what King's
¢ aftonifht us all ; for in fumme the King told us, that the ill-fated
4 ngle (r>f gmﬂ'gid was not guiltie of treafon in his confcience, ftep.
¢ but o emeanors onlie, and foe would not have him
¢¢ fuffer death, but onlie bee removed from his places,.—Upon
‘¢ our returne to the Houfe, wee refufed to procrede in anie
‘¢ bufinefs, but fate filent, yet fome fpake fhortelie of our
¢ calamitie. When I dreamt of nothing but horror and’
¢¢ defolation within one fortnight, the confideration of your-
¢¢ felfe and my innocent children drew teares from mee. At
‘“ laft, manye having often cried Rif, Rife, betweene eleven
“¢ and twelve wee rofe. Sunday was pafled over with much
¢ afflition and fadnefs. On Monday morning, the third day of
¢ this inftant May, fome feven thoufand citizens came downe A gitation
‘¢ to Weftminfter ; manie of them Captaines of the Cittie and jp the
““ men of eminent ranke. They ftaied each Lord almoft as hee Houfe
“ came by, and defired they \might have fpecdie execution and in the
‘“ upon the Earle of Strafford, or they were all undone, their City.
¢ wives and children. Wee fhut upp our doores, and though
¢ fome went. in and out, yet kept private what wee weere
¢ about, and ftaied from eight in the morning till eight at
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beyond difpute that the man who carried up
to the Lords the firft meflage as to the
army plot which precipitated the execution,
was no other than Edward Hyde. Its refolute
promoter to the laft, by fpeeches as well as
votes, was Falkland, Hyde’s deareft friend.
Culpeper, his other confidential and intimate
ally, fupported eagerly every ftep that led to
it. The laft thing his affociate Lord Capel
recalled, as he laid his own head down upon
the fcaffold raifed by Cromwell, was his vote
in favour of it. And Hyde himfelf was the
man who expofed and defeated the final defpe-
rate attempt of Strafford’s perfonal friends, by
means of an efcape from the Tower, to avert
what Clarendon had afterwards the face to call
Strafford’s ¢ miferable and never to be enough
¢¢ lamented ruin.” Such are the inconfift-
encies and contradi@®ions incident to almoft
every attempt, founded on the hitherto recog-
nifed fources which alone were open to the
ftudent, to adjuft and apportion corre&tly the
fhare taken in thefe momentous proceedings
by the leading men in the Commons.

Much of the confufion is undoubtedly due
to Clarendon, the afliduous efforts of whofe
later life, to blacken the chara&ers of the

‘¢ night, and fo concluded of a Proteftation for the defence
¢ of the true religion, the King’s perfon, the Priviledges of
¢ Parliament and our Liberties, The Speaker read the Pro-
¢¢ teftation firft, and then everie man in the Houfe, even the
¢ Treafurer of the King’s Houfehold himfelf, fpoke to this
¢ effe@®, holding the faiﬁ Proteftation in his hande.—¢ Mr.
¢ ¢Speaker, I, —, doe willinglie make the fame Proteftation
¢¢ ¢ that you have made before me, according to what is con-
¢¢ ‘tained in this paper, with all my heart.’

— e ———
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leading men of the parliament, are read with Danger
implicit belief by fo many to whom it never :’nf be iev-
occurs to remember that at the outfet of his life Claren-
Mr. Hyde had acted cordially with thofe men. §o
The privy councillor I have quoted at once
fatisfied himfelf that Clarendon could not have
had any poffible.complicity with the Attainder,
becaufe in that cafe his language to Lord
Effex, fet down in his own memoirs, would
involve an incredible inconfiftency. But un-
happily the entire condu& of Hyde at this Conduat
period is now proved to have been an incon- of Hyde.
fiftency (to ufe no ftronger word), deliberately
as well as elaborately planned, and carried out
with a view to the ufes to be made of it
towards the fervice of the King. When he
declined to take office with Culpeper and
Falkland, it was becaufe ¢ he fhould be able to Why he
¢ do much more fervice in the condition he gge
 was in, than he fhould be if that were im-
“ proved by any preferment.” In other
words, he ftayed as an independent member
among the patriots, to make the better
royalift ufe of his knowledge of their plans.
Even in his own hiftory he does not fcruple
to fay as much, though his firft editors
had not the filial courage to print it. By
the favour of more authentic editing it
ftands there now, a fhamelefs avowal, on the
fame page which perpetuates his fame. When
he had himfelf aflented to a particular ftate
paper iffued by the Houfe ofP Commons, he strange
does not hefitate to inform us that the anfwer, felf- i
iffued fome days later by the King, was copied “?*""
from a draft prepared and privately forwarded

X
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by himfelf ; and when, in grand committee on
Hyde the bill againft epifcopacy, he was chofen chair-
f,f:.":"o:,". man, he expreflly tells us that he ufed the
mittee.  advantage it gave him to ¢ enfnare” and
¢¢ perplex” the advocates of the meafure.
Somewhat earlier, it may not here be out of
place to add, he had fat alfo as chairman of a
committee to hear witnefles in fupport of cer-
tain complaints brought before the Commons,
on which occafion he feems to have found it
extremely difficult to enfnare or perplex a
particular member who fat with him. This
Encoun- Was a gentleman whom he had ¢ never before”
tersatem- heard fpeak in the Houfe, but whofe whole
peftuous . . .
perfon,  carriage in the committee was fo tempeft-
uous, and his behaviour f{o infolent, that
Mr. Hyde found himfelf under the painful
neceflity of reprehending him. A rebuke
which neverthelefs appears to have had {mall
effe@ on the honourable member, who ¢“in
«¢ great fury reproached the chairman for bein‘g
‘¢ partial ;> which, having regard to the confef-
fion juft made in a precifely fimilar cafe, I
am difpofed to think that the chairman de-
Mr. cidedly may have been. The honourable
Cromwell member who came fo tempeftuoufly on this
“ }3,;_» occafion between the witnefles (““ who were a
¢¢ very rude kind of people ”’) and Mr. Hyde’s
fenfe of decorum, was Mr. Cromwell, lately
returned for the town of Cambridge.
SirRalph  But a more reliable reporter than Mr. Hyde
Notes)© was at length found when the Notes of Sir
Ralph Verney were difcovered.* Among them

® Quoted originally by Serjeant Onflow, and afterwards by
Mr. Hallam, they were firft publithed in detail by Mr. Bruce.
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was one of a fpeech by Hampden, in debate Reports
upon the propriety or otherwife of the Com- gebate on
mons attending the upper Houfe to hear '
Strafford’s counfel on the matter of law, which,
on being made public by Serjeant Onflow, was
thought generally to have eftablifhed the fact
that Hampden had feparated himfelf, as to the
Attainder, from the friends with whom he
ufually a&ed, and had been againft proceed-
ing by bill. Verney’s words are thefe.
« HamppEN. The bill now pending doth not speech by
“ tie us to goe by bill. Our Councill hath Famp-
¢“ been heard; ergo, in juftice, we muft hear
“his. Noe more prejudice to goe to hear
¢¢ Councill to matter of law, than ’twas to
¢¢ hear Councill to matter of fa&.” No doubt
the implication feemed to be that Hampden
would rather not have been tied to go by bill.

On the other hand it was to be remarked
that the refolution to which Verney’s note
relates, was upon a queftion in no refpet vital
to the Bill of Attainder. Culpeper voted
with St. John againft it, Sir Benjamin Rudyard
joining with Lord Digby for it; and Hamp- on quei-
den, in voting as he is fuppofed to have done, ;‘;‘:e';:’a‘]
would have feparated himfelf quite as much tothe Bill.
from the Hyde and Culpeper party as from
the friends with whom he invariably a&ed.
Nor was there really fufficient ground for
fuppofing that up to this point any grave dif-
pute or diffenfion had arifen in the lower
Houfe upon the courfe to be purfued againft
Strafford. As yet he had few friends there :
his hotteft enemy, Lord Digby, not having
yet become his friend. And 1t is entirely a

x 2



132

Attainder
not in
difpute.

Hampden
fuppofed
favourable
to it,

Correéter
judgment
by Ma-
cauley.

The Grand Remonfirance.

mifapprehenfion to argue as though the alter-
native were raifed by the point to which
Hampden fpoke, either to hear Strafford’s
counfel at the bar, or to proceed with the bill ;
and for this plain reafon, that both were ulti-
mately done. Hampden’s opinion and vote
prevailed, and the Bill of Attainder neverthelefs
proceeded.

It appeared to me, for thefe reafons, that
nothing had been fettled conclufively by Ver-
ney’s note beyond the faét of his having defired
that Strafford’s counfel fhould be heard in the
manner propofed, with full fan&ion of the
Houfe: both becaufe it contained no opinion
diftin&tly adverfe to the Attainder, and alfo
becaufe, believing Pym to have originated that
meafure, I found it difficult to imagine that
in a proceeding of fuch importance Hampden
could have feparated himfelf from the friend
with whom, through the whole courfe of thefe
eventful times, he certainly had no other
known difference. I was, however, but partly
right ; and to the great hiftorian whofe lofs we
all deplore, to Lord Macaulay alone, of all who
have varioufly commented on Verney’s note,
mutt begiven the praife of having conftrued it,
not indeed altogether correétlyas to the fpecial
matter in debate, but, as to the general and more
important queftion of a defire ftill to ftand on
the Impeachment, with a fingular corre@nefs.
¢« The opinion of Hampden,” he had re-
marked, not permitting himfelf to be influ-
enced, in the plain conftru&ion of the words,
by any confideration of the courfe which Pym
might have preferred to take, ‘“as far as it
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"¢ can be colle@ed from a very obfcure note Efays, i.
“ of one of his fpeeches, feems to have been 457-

¢¢ that the proceeding by Bill was unneceflary,

‘“and that it would be a better courfe to ob-

‘¢ tain judgment on the Impeachment.” This,

I fhall proceed to fhow, was exaétly the opinion Line
which Hampden had formed; and it is yet g;'e]l’;b
more ftartling to add that in adopting it he Hampden.
was only following Pym’s lead. Not to
Macaulay, or to any one, had it occurred as
within reafonable probability, that Pym him-

felf, upon the mere ground of policy, might

alfo have oppofed the Attainder. Such never-

thelefs was the fa&. The evidence of D'Ewes g.i-

is decifive. It fets at reft, at once and for dence of
ever, fuch perfonal ftatements and charges™
conneéted with this great fa& in hiftory as

have been varioufly difputed and long con-

tefted by hiftorians; and it apportions at laft, Doubts
with fome degree of correcnefs, the refpon- fet at reft.
fibilities of blame and praife incurred by the

men who abandoned the way of Impeachment

they had themfelves originated, in order to
proceed by Bill.

That mode of procedure, it feems, had Procedure
been canvafled at the opening of the feffion ; ™% gl?:.l:liy
and having been ftrongly advocated by St. propofed.
John, Glyn, and Maynard, a Bill of Attainder
was attually prepared. But Pym and Hamp-
den were fo bent the other way, and fo con-
vinced that their proofs would eftablifh the
charge of treafon under the ftatute of Edward, .
that the Impeachment went on. Nor in this Hampden
belief did they ever waver for an inftant. Up for Im-

. . h-
to the clofe of the proceedings on the trial, ent,
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they had an invincible perfuafion that in the

feveral hearings before the upper Houfe both

the falts and the law had been eftablifhed ; and

when the fitting of the thirteenth day, Satur-

Difpute hday the 1oth of April, had clofed abruptly

j{;rﬁfﬂ in violent diffatisfation at a decifion of the

peers which allowed Strafford to reopen the

evidence on other articles provided the demand

of the Commons to give additional proofs of

the twenty-third article were conceded, they

returned to their houfe, not to throw up the

Impeachment, but to prepare the heads of a

Diffati- conference with the Lords for fettlement of

fallion  fi;ch matters of difference as had arifen. But

Lords.  with them returned a more difcontented fection,

numbering among its members not only fuch

men as Hafelrig and Henry Marten, Oliver

St. John and Glyn, but alfo a group com-

prifed of Falkland, Culpeper, the Hothams,

Tomkins (member for Weobly), and others,

all of whom afterwards either openly embraced

the caufe of the King, or fecretly confpired

to further it. And by thefe men it was that

the proje&t of proceeding by Bill, formerly

. laid afide, was now fuddenly revived and

ilﬂa(i,xt ger Prefled. < Divers,” fays D’Ewes, < {pake

revived. ¢ whether we fhould proceed by way of Bill

‘¢ of Attainder, or as we had begun; but

 moft inclined that we fhould go by Bill.”

Oppofed The principal opponents were Pym and
‘z:gy‘“ Hamplc)len. Pt oppe !

Hampden,  The additional evidence fought to be given

before the Lords, upon the twenty-third article,

was that copy of the Notes taken at the

Elder  Council Board by the elder Vane on the day

Vane’s
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of the diffolution of the Short Parliament, Notes of
which had been abftra@ted from his cabinet by Council.
the younger Vane, and by him given to Pym,

who had founded the twenty-third article upon

them. They were publicly read for the firft

time, after the tumultuous return of the Com-

mons to their own houfe on that Saturday
afternoon; and from them it appeared, not Objection
only that Strafford had given the King fuch ;‘:,}j‘;;‘_
traitorous advice as the article in queftion tion.
charged him with (that, having been denied
fupply by his Parliament, the Sovereign was
abfolved and loofe from all rule of govern-

ment, and that he had an army in Ireland

which he might employ to reduce  this king-
“dom” to obedience), but that Laud and Lord
Cottington alfo had taken part in the dan-
gerous counfel. Amid the excitement con- Excite-
fequent thereon, the Bill of Attainder was e
produced ; and the propofal by which it was reon.
met on the part of thofe who objected to its
introdu&ion, was, that a narrative of the cir-
cumftances attending the difcovery and pro-
duion of Vane’s important Notes of Council

thould be drawn up and fubmitted to the Lords

at a conference; and that if, upon delibera- Confer-
tion, the Lords decided not to receive it except gnee with
upon condition of permitting the accufed to prop:fed.
reopen the evidence upon other articles, then

that it fhould be waived, and immediate fteps

taken to fum up the cafe on both fides, and
demand judgment. Any other courfe, they
argued, would involve not only the certainty

of delay, but a ftrong probability of difagree-

ment with the Houfe of Lords. So decided
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was the feeling for the Bill, however, that for
once thefe great leaders were outvoted, and it
was introduced and read a firft time; a fug-
geftion of Hampden’s, for refuming at Mon-
day’s fitting the preparation of heads for a
conference with the upper Houfe, being at the
fame time affented to.

What occurred in the latter part of this
Monday'’s fitting (the early part was occupied
by the fpeeches of Pym and young Vane in
reference to the Minutes of Council, and by
the examination of the elder Vane's fecretary as
to their abftraltion from his cabinet), the reader
who turns to the facfimile given at the open-
ing of this volume may ftudy from D’Ewes’s
blotted record, taken down while yet the fitting
went on, and while the men named in it were
bufy talking and writing around him. He
will probably, however, elect to avail himfelf
of the labour I have already given to the tafk
of decyphering it, and prefer to read it in the
plain print fubjoined. Nor, having {o enabled
him to underftand the exifting condition of
D’Ewes’s manufcript, and the caufes which will
continue to keep it a fealed book from all but
the moft determined ftudent, fhall I think it
neceffary to recur to the fubject in the frequent
further references I am about to make, and in
which everything required to render my extraéts
intelligible will be filently fupplied.

The report now to be quoted is .of the
rougheft kind, as will be obferved ; pafling
abruptly from one point to another without
explanation, and leaving upon record things
fubfequently laid afide. But its evidence is
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decifive as to the perfonal matters for which alone Pym and
it is here introduced ; and never more can be ::u’":?""'
raifed the queftion, fo long and eagerly debated, together.
of whether or not Hampden quitted Pym’s
fide during the difcuffion of the Bill of
Attainder, and temporarily joined with the

whom he afterwards very determinedly
oppofed. Upon this, as upon every other
great incident of the time, the two friends held
their courfe together, from firft to laft. It
muft be kept everin view, however, that they Why they
did not oppofe the introduction of the Bill of FPokd
Attainder as having any doubt either of Straf- der.
ford’s guilt, or of the fufficiency of the proofs
againft him. They oppofed it for the exprefs
reafon that they held the proofs already placed
before the Lords #0 e fufficient ; and their
fubfequent aflent to it, when the majority
finally determined on that courfe, involved no
inconfiftency.

“ Mr. Pymme fhewed that the Committee pym fug-
¢¢ appointed for the managing of the evidence gefts con-
«« agft the Earle of Strafford had prepared cer- """
¢¢ taine heads for a conference with the Lords.

¢¢ Mr. Maynard begann where Mr. Pymme
““ ended & furth [further] fhewed that wee
¢« were to defire a conference.

¢1. A Narrative of the evidence concerning Maynard

¢¢ the triall againft the Earle of Strafford, feot® for
«¢ for which evidence wee had two mem- fide.

¢ bers of the houfe readie to bee depofed ment.

« & for w* the Committee advized with

‘“ the houfe & intended to have pre-
“fented the fame to their Lor™ on

¢ Saturday laft. .
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«¢ 2, The houfe having taken confideration
¢¢ thereof doe conceive it verie materiall :
“ yet in regard of the danger & diftrac-
¢¢ tion of the kingdome being verie great
¢« & will admit noe delay, they are re-
‘ folved to come to a generall replie &
“ to waive the faied evidence, if the
¢ Lords fhall not permitt it to bee
¢ examined unlefle the Earle of Straf-
¢ ford [have] libertie to examine wit-
< nefles to other Articles; w® the houfe
¢¢ doth doe to avoid delay, which is now
¢ of extreame dangerous confequence.

¢« 3. Others confederated. Archb? & Lord

« Cottington are difcovered: when mo-
¢ tion to bring in Irifh armie was made
¢« by Earle of Strafford: by this paper
¢ will appeare, if their LorP™ will have
‘¢ the paper read.”

At this point, as will be feen in the fac-
fimile, D’Ewes puts a note in the margin,
refpe@ing that third head of the propofed
conference to which the preceding not very
clear fentences, and the two following not
much more luminous paragraphs, relate.

“ This 3d head thus penned was rejected,
*“ and a new one brought in.

¢ Defire the L to joine with us to prevent
c ?a;.nger: which might enfue upon fuch coun-
¢ fels.

¢ Thofe Councellors removed.

¢¢ 3. That upon occafion of diicoverie of

¢« this evidence a paper was read in the
¢ houfe by w® it appeared that at the
¢ fame time when the Earle of Strafford
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¢« gave that dangerous counfell of bring- Laud and
“ing in the Irifh armie into England Cotting-
¢« others were prefent, deciphered by involved.
¢¢ thefe letters Arch. & L. Cott. whome
““ wee conceive Lord Arch. & L. Cott.
¢ verie full of pernicious counfell to the
¢ King & flanders to the Commons
« houlge affembled in the laft Parliament.
¢¢ Mr. Hotham moved to have the bill of Hotham
¢¢ the Earle of Strafford’s attainder read. for At-
« Mr. Pymme would not have the bill read,
<< but to goe the other way: becaufe this is
«¢ the fafer, to thew that wee & the Lords are pym
¢¢ reconciled & not fundred: & foe we fhall 2gaintt.
¢¢ proceed the more fpeedilie by demanding
¢ judgment.
¢« Mr. Maynard one way doth not crofle
¢¢ another, but wee may goe by bill of attain-
¢ der if wee will, or by demanding judgment : Maynard
¢ w™* wee may beft refolve upon when wee fee for.
<< the end of the triall.
‘ Sir Benjamin Rudier [Rudyard] fhewed
¢¢ the great treafon of the Earle of Strafford,
¢« & yet faied that one full third parte of the Rudyard
« evidence was not heard, & that divers of doubtiul
‘¢ the Lords who weere prefent at the open-
¢ ing thereof weere not fatisfied that it was
¢ treafon.”
So ends the firft page of the facfimile. On
the reverfe page the debate is continued, the
firt two fpeakers being men notorious after-
wards for their royalift fervices, and the third
being D’Ewes himfelf.
¢« Mr. Tomkins for bill of attainder to bee Tomkins
¢¢ read, for it is the old way. o
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¢¢ Sir John Culpepper not to lay bill afide:
¢ the fafeft & the {peedieft way to proceede by
« bill : yet for the conference now.

¢ I fated that I was verie gladd of the motion
¢ for a conference. Neceffitic to complie with
¢« L* [Lords] for timor bonorum fpes malorum
« & the diftra&tion now foe great in the king-
¢« dome as it threatens much hazard. Firft
¢¢ to demand Judgment the moft ancient way
¢ in evident cafes: Bill, when men dead, or
¢¢ fledd, or cafés difficult. This the fhorte
‘“ way. For nothing now but to demand
¢« judgment. A bill will be long in paffing;
¢« & all delaies incident to that as to this.
¢« For the fumming upp, a narrative may bee
« omitted or proceeded in. This the fafe
““way. BP* in bill ought to have voices.
¢« Divers faied No. But I tolde them that
<« I fpake not by rote or tradition but what I
“knew. That I had this morning been
¢¢ fearching in the office of the clark of the
¢ Lordes houfe touching the bill of attainder
¢« of Sir Thomas Seymour Lord Sudeley, as in
¢ paper pinned.*

¢ Divers moved that Mr. Treafurour might
¢ explaine himfelfe, whome hee meant by
¢« L. Cott. whether hee did not meane Lord
¢ Cottington.

¢¢ Mr. Treafurour [Vane] denied to make
‘¢ any other or further explanation till he had
‘ well advized therupon, though wee fent him
‘ to the Tower.

* All that remains now of that ‘ paper pinned,” however,
is the fpace it once occupied. The page fimply proceeds and
clofes as in the text,
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¢¢ Mr. Glynne fhewed reafon, why the com- Giyn
‘¢ mittee named the Lord Cottington becaufe explains.
¢¢ [he] had fworne hee was there,

¢ Mr. Martin [Henry Marten] fpake to Marten
¢ have bill of attainder read againe and to for At-
¢« proceede that way. fainder.

¢ Mr. Hamden anfwered him & moved
¢ the meflage might goe upp fpeedilie.

¢¢ Mr. Hamden fent with the meffage about Hampden
«« 12 of the clocke, but the Lords weere 2s2int.
¢ rifen.

¢¢ Being returned wee fell into debate to
¢ vote the heads for the conference.

““Upon the firft head before fett downe Vane and
¢ being read and debated, Mr. Treafurour his Son-
‘“ upon fome motions, was twice drawen to
«¢ declare concerning the faied paper found by
¢« his fonne, that hee firft moved his Ma% that
‘¢ hee might burne it, & foe he commanded
“ him to doeit: & fecondly, that hee was not
¢ poffiblie able to fpeake further to it, till hee
¢ had confidered deliberatelie of it.”

Of the men who, on that 12th of April, Subfe-
thus fupported the Attainder, Hotham was i ¢
afterwards executed for betraying the truft fupporteis
repofed in him by the Houfe, Tomkins was § 2™
expelled for fimilar bad faith, and Culpeper
entered into the fervice of the King. Glyn
and Maynard feem not to have committed
themfelves on that day, but in the fub-
fequent debates they proved to be as eager
for the Attainder as St. John himfelf; though conduat
both lived to take part at the Reftoration, of Gimn
to their eternal infamy, in bringing to the para,
fcaffold men fuch as Henry Vane, whofe
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only crime was to have borne a fhare, not
more marked than their own, in thefe tranf-
acions. Of Falkland, in relation to the
Attainder, it is needlefs to fpeak. Such was
what Clarendon calls his fharpnefs of tone
upon this fubje& altogether, ¢ {o contrary,” he
adds, “to his natural gentlenefs and temper,”
that his friend fays thofe who knew him but
imperfe&ly were wont to account for it by
recalling the memory of fome unkindnefles, not
without a mixture of injuftice, from Strafford
to his father ;* while Clarendon himfelf, with
the ufual difingenuoufnefs, attributes it to his
having been ¢ mifled by the authority of thofe
¢ who, he believed, underftood the laws per-
¢ feCtly.” If this indeed had been the fa&,
it is a pity that fo accomplithed a lawyer as
Mr. Hyde was already become did not take
the neceflary pains to enlighten fo intimate a
friend, gone aftray on a matter of fuch great
importance ; but ftill more is it to be regretted
that very confiderable grounds fhould exift
for believing that they a&ually went aftray
refpe@ing it in each other’s company. For
if it be alfo true, as in his hiftory he diftin&ly
informs us, that upon no queftion had they
ever had a fingle difference,t or given votes

* Strafford had undoubtedly a great contempt for the elder
Falkland, his predeceffor in the Government of Ireland ; and
when the King referred to the new Lord Deputy fundry ap-
plications from Falkland for favours to be beftowed on rela-
tives or conneétions of his own, Strafford always refolutely fet
his face againft them. Sce Letters and Difpatches, paffim.

This is repeatedly faid or implied in what is remarked of
Falkland throughout the hiftory, and when it occurs to the
hiforian to defcribe the difagreement between himfelf and
Falkland on the debate of the bill for taking away the
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oppofed to each other, until the day when,

after Strafford’s execution, the bill for taking Takes
away the bifhops’ votes was firft debated, f;‘:‘n
the inference is irrefiftible that Hyde, who Falkiand.
affuredly did not at any time vote againtt,

muft have voted for, the Attainder. Certainly

what he fays refpecing it in his book is an

entire falfification of the facts, and could only

have been written under the perfuafion that

the erafure from the journals of both Houfes,

at the Reftoration, otJ every trace of the pro- Toomuch
ceedings conneéted with it, had equally obli- fith in
teratcf them alfo from the recolle®ions of memories.
men. He might have fhrunk from fuch con-

fident mifftatement, if any vifion of D’Ewes’s

Notes had prefented itfelf, as likely ever to

rife again.

So clear and ftraightforward, on the other Pym and
hand, was the courfe taken by Pym and 3?.'38353
Hampden, that even by their fubfequentfthrough-
adoption of the Attainder not a fhadow offout-
inconfiftency was thrown on their previou
refiftance. They refifted it, becaufe, believin

bifhops’ votes, brought forward after Strafford's execution, he Hyde and
exgreﬂ]y notes it as memorable that there arofe in this debate, Falkland's
4 betaveen twwo perfons who had nevver been knowwn to differ in agree-

‘“ the houfe,” a difterence of opinion (i. 412). Now nothing ment.

is fo certain as that Falkland ftrenuoufly, by votes an

fpeeches, fupported the Attainder in every ftage; and it is

utterly impoﬁ':ble that Hyde could have made the remark

jut quoted, which was written two years after his friend’s

death, with anything fo recent and fo marked in his memo!

as a differenceon the Attainder muft have been. The frien

fat, too, as they voted, together. ¢ The Lord Falkland'Sitting as
¢ always fat next Mr. Hyde, which was fo much taken notice well as

‘¢ of, that if they came not into the Houfe together, as votin

¢ ufually they did, everybody left the place for him that was together.

¢ abfent” (i. 413). ’
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Their be- the guilt of Strafford to have been proved,
gf;};‘md,. they continued to have faith in the Impeach-
guilt.  ment ; and afterwards they adopted it, becaufe,
the Houfe having finally determined againft
the Impeachment, the fame convi&ion as to
Strafford’s guilt left them only that alternative.
Until the very laft, however, they clung to the
Impeachment, and to the obligations it had
impofed. St. John, Glyn, and Maynard, as
?;‘!lzgi” foon as the bill was introduced, would have
whether made it the pretext for refifting what had pre-
to hear his yioufly been refolved as to hearing counfel for
counfel? Strafford before the Lords upon the matter of
law ; and this point was ftrenuoufly debated
for two days. It was in relation to it that the
fpeech was fpoken by Hampden of which Sir
Ralph Verney kept the note. Both Falkland
and Culpeper, as well as St. John, Maynard,
and Glyn, infifted ftrongly that it would com-
promi% both the dignity and the power of the
Commons, if, at a time when they propofed
to make themfelves judges in the cafe, they
confented to hear or reply to counfel anywhere
Refiteq DUt at their own bar; and Culpeper went fo
by Falk. far as to affert. his belief, that, by attending fo
land and to hear and reply before the Lords, they would
Culpeper- imperil their right to affume fubfequent legif-
Supporteq [At1VE action in the matter. But Pym and
bypﬁamp_ Hampden were not to be moved from the
denand ground on which they ftood refolutely as to
Pym this part of the cafe. Why fhould not the
lawyers of the Houfe, fugge({ed Hampden in
reply to Culpeper, fpeak to the points of law
before the bar of the Lords, and then come
back to their feats among the members of their
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own Houfe, and afterwards {peak again at the
Lords’ bar if neceffary? To which Maynard Speech of
fomewhat hotly replied, that he fhould hold mm
fuch a running up and down from one place )
to another to %e nothing lefs than a difhonour

to the Commons. The word called up Pym, Pym in
who appears to have made one of his moft "Ply-
effective appeals. He fubmitted to the Houfe

that the queftion before it, of hearing and
replying to Strafford’s counfel before the Lords,

did not bind them either to continue, or to
abandon, the proceeding by bill. That might
hereafter be {fettled, according to the wifdom

and pleafure of the Houfe; but what they Advo-
had now to confider was the queftion, really g:;?f“‘f'
involving honour, whether the pledge was to claim to
be kept or to be broken, which, at the time hearing.
when their counfel firft rofe before the Lords to

fpeak againft Strafford, they then undoubtedly

gave that Strafford’s counfel fhould be heard

in his behalf before the fame tribunal. < If,”
continued Pym, according to the report in
D’Ewes’s manufcript of this remarkable fpeech,

¢« if we did not go this way to have it heard

< publickly in matter of law as well as it had

“ been heard for matter of fa&, we fhould

“ much difhonour ourfelves, and hazard our

“ own fafeguards.”

To this appeal the Houfe yielded, and the His ap-
fame fpirit which fuggefted it prevailed in the i}?\::tl:efsful
fubfequent proceedings. It was upon Pym’s '
motion, when the Impeachment was finally
abandoned, that all its moft material articles ’
were imported into the Bill; that the falts,
under each article, were voted feparately ; and

L
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His fug- that, before the third reading pafled to a quef-
tSodﬁm‘“"tion, the Houfe firft heard the ¢¢ Gentlemen
tainder, ¢ Of the long robe” argue at great length
the feveral points of law, and then proceeded
judicially to vote upon them. It would tax

a greater ingenuity, I think, than that of

the privy councillor and county member to

whom reference has been made, to difcover

in all this anything of Barrére or Fouquier
Tinville. It 1s a fchool of comparifon, how-

ever, to which recourfe is ever readily found

by unreafoning affailants of the parliamentary

Englih leaders; and Mr. Bankes has not fcrupled to
compared declare that < while the Englifh are thought
Revolu- ¢ to be lefs fanguinary in their days of political
tion. ¢ frenzy than the French, undoubtedly the
¢¢ hiftory of London in 1641 bears very many

“ fpoints of fimilarity with the hiftory of Paris

“from the year 1791 to 1793.” Not the

‘ lefs is it to be faid, of all fuch attempts
at paralle], that they are imply and utterly

falle. For a moment to let up the affertion
that the hiftory of London, during the year
when the Commons impeached and beheaded
the moft capable minifter of the King, and the
King made a fimilar but lefs fuccefsful attempt
Pl :.‘:f againft the moft capable members of the
of com.. ]| Commons, bears even any points of fimilarity
parifon. | with the hiftory of Paris at the time when its
guillotine recked with the execution of its
harmlefs inoffenfive King and its poor fallen
) { Queen, while women and men were taken

-+ " daily by waggon loads to death, and while the
fwollen gutters of the wicked city foamed
L over into the Seine with the beft blood o

-
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France, is to infult the ﬁ}?fe of I_tlhc relader to Obfolete
wﬁom iucﬂ zony 1s addrefled. appily, few Views.
are now found to repeat it. It don s to a
Rarethoad of afertion hat has lorg been pafed
away, to compare the frenzied wretches who

re aloft the mangled body of the Princeffe
de Lamballe with the calm felf-refolute men
who kept the fword quietly fheathed till it
flathed out at Edgehill and Marfton Moor.

It is now for the moft part the declared belief Opinions
of every writer who has fhown himfelf fami- of the bet-

ter in-

liar with this period of Englith hiftory, that fomed.
with anything approaching to its temper under

wrong, its patience in long fuffering before
the fword was drawn, its moderation in viory
when the fword was finally fheathed, no fimilar

movement in the world was ever begun and
Gamedosaoe,

~“Upon this carlier portion of the ftory of

our civil wars, indeed, nearly all intelligent
inquirers might be thought to have laid afide

their differences long ago. From whatever Agree-
oppofite points of view, the faireft judgments ment up
have been able of late years to arrive at gfpive
fubftantially the fame conclufion, on this firft Members.
ftage of the confli® ; and, up to the Arreft of|

the Five Members at leaft, to agree that a
power to difcriminate between good and bad

faith is really all the inveftigation requires.

That the Long Parliament had no defire per-
manently to ftrip the Crown of any of its
effential prerogatives, and did abfolutely no- Parlia-
thing, before the fword was drawn, which was "“l:":g:a
not juftified by the King’s perfonal character, Jt;o,,,

or of which the fufficient reafon is not difcern-
L2
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ible in a neceflary abfence of all belief or truft
General in  his promifes, is an opinion which the
charater moft uncompromifing high-church reafoners
?tf::;le. have not been athamed to adopt from the
late Mr. Coleridge ; and it was the fcrupu-
lous regard for truth and right by which the
ftruggle was fo characterifed at its beginning,
that imparted to it mainly what bore it in fuch
honour and credit to its end. We have alfo
to remember that much more of the real wealth
of the kingdom was committed on behalf of
the Parliament than at any time remained with
the King, and that this alone would have ren-
dered it impoffible that /fanfculottifm fhould
have got the upper hand amongft us. Some
More. Jlives were fternly exa&ed, becaufe held to have
with the  been neceffarily forfeited; but no blood was
Commons ruthleflly or caufeleflly fpilt upon the fcaffold.
the King. NO monftrous or unnational innovations dif-
graced the progrefs, and no infamous profcrip-
tions marked the termination, of the war.
The palaces of England ftood throughout as
unrifled as its cottages; and, except where
fortified refiftance had been offered, the man-
fions and manor-houfes remained as of old,
through the length and breadth of the land.
:;oﬁ[m While the confli& continued, no fervile paf-
" fions inflamed or difgraced it; and when all
was over, the vanquifhed fat down with the
vi®ors in their common country, and no

man’s property was unjuftly taken from him.
For thefe reafons it is that the various inci-
dents and characters in the civil wars of the
g’ff’;ﬁ? feventeenth century continue to be regarded
interet | With a living and a&ive fympathy. Other
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events, hardly lefs momentous at the time of fill
their occurrence, have left but a local and partial {,';ﬁ:;":d
ftamp upon our annals; while even yet the war.
intereft of thefe is national and univerfal.
They do not concern particular neighbour-
hoods only, but addrefs themfelves ftill to ever
family and firefide in the kingdom ; for under
Heaven we owe it mainly to them that all
Englith homes are now protected and fecure.
The refult has anfwered to their origin.
They began in no fordid encounter of felf-
ithnefs or facion, they involved no vulgar
difputes of family or territory, and perfonal
enmities formed no neceflary part of them.
They were a war, as one of their leaders faid, A war
without an enemy. In the principles they put Without
to iffue, we continue ourfelves to be not lefs ™" '
interefted than were our forefathers; and
hardly a queftion of government has arifen
fince, affe®ing human liberty or the national
welfare, which has not included a reference to
this great confli&t, and fome appeal to the pre-
cedents it eftablifhed. Nothing can be unim-
portant that relates to it, therefore, nor any
fervice fmall that may explain the motives of D’Ewes
its leaders ; and it is well that the record by 1 to adts
D’Ewes, to which we are about to befo largely Totives.
indebted, fhould have enabled us firft to difcern
clearly the courfe they took upon the greateft
queftion that arofe before the war began,

One word as to Strafford himfelf may be strafford.
added at this outfet of my narrative. Believing
that juftice remained with the Parliament, I
think not the lefs that high and noble qualities . o
were engaged on the fide of the King; and ,,,:e,, on



150

The Grand Remonfirance.

the King's beyond all queftion they found their moft con-

Where

fpicuous example, as, but for the event I have
been defcribing, they would have found their
moft formidable development, in Strafford.
His Irith adminiftration is the fignal proof
that in fome of the nobleft qualities of ftates-
manthip, and eminently in the fupreme art of
turning the refources of a country to profitable
account, he ftood alone in his age. But what

his flatel- (hould have been to fuch a man the higheft

manfhi

fucceeded, Object of ambition, he unhappily miffed alto-

Where
it failed.

gether ; and, tried as it was in moft advan-
tageous circumftances in Ireland, and backed
as it was by his own confummate power, his
whole fyftem of government broke down. It
could not have fuftained itfelf, indeed, without
overthrowing the public liberties, becaufe it
was an attempt to eftablith the royal pre-
rogative above them. Neverthelefs it alfo
included much that had no unpopular af-
| pe&, for it was the defign of a man of
courage and genius. He would have cleared
the land, by foul means or fair, of the native
+ pofleffors ; he would have rooted out the
idle, improvident, beggarly proprietor; and
he would have planted everywhere Englith
wealth and Englifh enterprife. It is remarkable
that a fcheme which in its final development
brought its author to well-merited ruin, fhould

hands, and with other ultimate aims, might

!yet have involved fo much that, in other
His fyfte

in Ire-
land.

have faved and regenerated Ireland. Every
petty oligarchy would have been reduced by
it to fubje@tion before the monarchy, and it
would have ftruck down all the tyrannies but




§ 1v. Attainder of the Earl of Strafford. 151

its own. .The mere forms of parliament would
univerfally have been retained and refpected

by Strafford, becaufe he knew that defpotifm

has no fuch efficient ally as parliaments ‘de-

prived of parliamentary power. While he The good
made the Irith Cuftoms more profitable by implied
four times their annual amount, he would fo ™ ™
have employed this enormous increafe as again

and again to multiply itfelf, through enlarged
refources of commerce and trade. While he
eftablithed vaft monopolies for the Crown, he

would have abolithed private monopolies that

had fimply fgorged its fervants. And in the

very a& of impofing taxes arbitrarily, and
levying them by military force, he fell with

fo heavy a hand on wrongdoers of high rank,

as made the opprefled commonalty grudge lefs

what they, too, had to endure. But here lay the The dan-
danger that proved fatal to him. He created & that
numerous enemies whofe power he defpifed, fatal.
and he failed to fecure the fingle friend whofe
conftancy and courage might have baffled them.
Strafford’s Irifh adminiftration had no fuc

dire foe as the monarch whom it was mean

to fave. Charles intrigued againft it himfelf, Bad faith
and favoured all the intrigues of others. Even of the
the fervices it rendered to him were hateful for = &
their conne&ion with the reftraints it would

have impofed upon him. It became thus of

the very eflence of Strafford’s defign, com-
prehenfive as it was, that the good it might

have wrought fhould perifh by the evil it

could not but infli® The fword he had
provided for fafety turned and broke in his

hand. A too vaft ambition, joined with a too
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narrow aim, deftroyed him. And his Irith

Moral of adminiftration is now chiefly memorable, not

Strafford’s for the revenues and refources it fo largely

fent. . developed and his mafter as miferably waited ;
not for the linen trade it eftablitfhed, which
ftruck root and has faved the land; but
becaufe it has fhown, by one of the greateft
examples on record, of what {mall account is
the ftatefmanthip moft fuccefsful in providing
for material wants, which yet refufes to recog-
nife the moral neceflities of the people it
affumes to govern.

§ v. REACTION AFTER STRAFFORD'S
DEeaTh.

Parties THe altered pofition of parties after Straf-
:}_'tee;ed ford’s death was firft publicly fixed and de-
Strafford’s clared by the Grand Remonftrance. The
death.  Debates refpecting it are the commencement
of the ftruggle which divided into two hoftile
camps the very party heretofore impregnable
in their unity and ftrength, and which directly
Remon- brought on the war. It is natural, there-
“f;m fore, that the author of the Hiffory of the Re-
E,;f;?,‘g, bellion fhould nowhere affe more particu-
point.. larity of detail than in defcribing the various
incidents and circumftances of the difcuffion
relating to it. It was, indeed, to the p
of which he then firft affumed the lead in the
Houfe, as to their opponents, the critical mo-
ment of their career. It was, to both, the
turning point of all they had done heretofore,
What  or might hope to do hereafter. Falkland told
Cromwell his friend Hyde, that, as he and Cromwell left
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the houfe together immediately after the laft faid to
divifion, the member for Cambridge faid to Falkland.
him, that, if it had gone againft them in that

vote, he and many other honeft men he knew

would have fold all they had the next morning,

and never have feen England more; and,
without too readily accepting this anecdote, Alleged
or thinking ‘the poor kingdom,” as Mr, "2mow
Hyde phra%es it, to Il)mve beenghalf fo near to gﬁ'ﬁf;"
its deliverance in that particular as he affe@s to
believe, it would be impofiible to overftate the
gravity, to both parties, of the ifflue depending

on the vote which had juft been taken.

Immediately after the execution of Strafford,gHyde’s
which Hyde and his affociates, as we haveper
thus feen, helped more largely than any othef
fe&ion of the Houfe to accomplifh, they bega
fteadily and fecretly to employ every artifice
and all the advantages which their pofition in
the Commons gave them, to bring about a
reaction favourable to the King. The one
formidable obftacle had been removed, by
Strafford’s death, to their own entry into
Charles’s counfels ; and without further gua- Reagtion
rantees for the fecurity of any one conceffion fl'g! the
they had wrefted from the Crown, they were = &'
prepared to halt where they ftood, or even (as
in the cafe of the Epifcopacy Bill) to recede
from ground they had taken up.* Nor was

* Richard Baxter (Relig. Baxt. 19) has attributed “the p:gake
¢ firft breach among themielves™ to the defire on the part of cp. 1o 4
“ Lord Falkland, the Lord Digby, and divers other able g, ...

“ men,” to gratify the King ¢ by fparing Strafford’s life.” :
But Baxter wrote long after the event, an§ was very imper-
fe&tly informed., Neither Falkland nor Hyde had at any
time a friendly feeling to Lord Digby, and though a difference
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it to be doubted that the plan had fome
chances of fuccefs, in the particular time when
it was tried. From the moment the Impeach-
ment was carried againft Strafford, thofe old
relative pofitions of King and Houfe of Com-
mons, which in the memory of living men,
had exifted as if unchangeably, were fuddenly
reverfed. There was not a Parliament in the
preceding reign that James had not lectured,
as a {choolmafter his refraGory pupils; nor
any in the exifting reign that Charles had not
bullied, as a tyrant his refractory flaves. But
this was gone. The King was now, to all
appearance, the weaker party, and the Houfe
of Commons was the ftronger; and how
readily fympathy is attracted to thofe who are
weak, however much in the wrong, and how
apt to fall away from the ftrong, however
clearly in the right, it does not need to fay.
The popular leaders became confcious of daily
defe@ions from their ranks; the Houfe of
Lords unexpe&edly deferted them, on quef-
tions in which they had embarked in unifon;
the Army was entirely unfafe ; and opinions
began to be bufily put about, that enough had

no doubt arofe as to the Bill of Attainder, the principal
feceders who went with Digby on that queftion were lawyers,
fuch as Selden, Holborne, and Bridgman, who went with him
on no other ; and undoubtedly the men who took afterwards
the lead in forming a king’s party, fuch as Falkland and
Culpeper (whom Selden refufed to join), had taken the lead
in promoting the Bill of Attainder. The evidence adduced
in the preceding fe&tion fhows that when the liberal leaders,
who to this hour are fuppofed to have originated and moft
hotly urged forward the Bill, were in reality oppofing it, and
bent only on continuing and clofing by way of Impeachment,
Eulﬁeﬁer and Falkland ftrenuoufly advocated the procedure
y Dili.
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been conceded by the King, and that the

demand for more would be ungenerous.

Never had a great caufe been in peril more Charagter
extreme. For moft thoroughly was the cha- ;’g:‘
racter of their adverfary known to its chiefs, &
and that not a fingle meafure of redrefs had
been extorted from him which was not yielded
in the fecret hope of finding early occafion to
reclaim it, It was notorious that Charles the His view
Firft entertained a belief of the invalidity > to.in-

« of the moft important of the meafures already of Stac,
pafled by the Long Parliament, on the ground utes.
that his own affent, having been given by
compulfion, was ip/s fafto void. His Attor-
ney-General had encouraged him in this
notion ;* and Hyde himfelf cannot help con- Affenting
demning the facility with which he affented to "ith pur-
a&s requiring grave deliberation, in reliance revoke.
on this dangerous opinion that the violence
and force ufed in procuring them rendered
them abfolutely invalid and void. This, fays
Hyde,t made the confirmation lefs confi-
dered, as not being of ftrength to make that Hyde's
a& good which was in itfelf null. One of “mplaint.
thofe great acts indeed could not {o be dealt
with.  Strafford could not be raifed from
the dead, and therefore only had the concef-
fion in his cafe been obtained with greater
difficulty than in the reft. Now, every-
thing promifed fairly for a refumption of
all elfe. The Army had been widely tam- Sourcesof
pered with; to fave the bithops and their danger

. . . . to Parlia-
bifhopricks, the Univerfities were moving ment.

* Clarendon : Life and Continuation, 1. 206-211.
+ Hif. ii. 252,
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heaven and earth ;* reliance could no longer
be placed upon the Lords; concurrently with

wavering. many figns of treachery among the Commons
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themfelves, in which Mr. Edward Hyde nota-
bly took part, were feen evidences elfewhere
dangerous of the return of an unreafoning
confidence in the King; even in the City,
the ftronghold of liberal councils, a promi-
nent royalift had been able to carry his
election as lord mayor ; and the patriots could
not hope that their power, or their oppor-.
tunities, would furvive any real abatement
of zeal or enthufiafm in the people. It
is more wearing to the patience to wait for
the redrefs that is really near, than for what
is wholly uncertain and remote; and thofe
who had bravely and filently endured the
wrongs of fifteen years without a parliament,
were ready to refent a delay of half as many
months in the reliefs which parliament had
promifed them.t What Charles gained by

* ¢ Bifhops had been much lifted at,” fays May (lib. i.
cap. ix), ¢ tEough not yet taken away, whereby a great party
¢ whofe livelihood and fortunes depended on them, and far
“ more whofe hopes of preferment looked that way (moft of
¢¢ the Clergy, and both tEe Univerfities), began to be dail
¢ more difaffeted to the Parliament; complaining that all
¢¢ rewards of learning would be taken away. Which wrought
¢ deeply in the hearts of the young and moft ambitious of
¢¢ that coat.”

Ficklenes 1 This point is admirably touched by the hiftorian May.

of the
people.

‘¢ Some are taken off”” (weaned from Parliament, he means)
‘¢ by time and their own inconftancy, when they have looked
¢¢ for quicker redrefs of grievances than the great concurrence
¢ of fo many weighty bufineffes can poffibly admit in a long
‘¢ difcontinued and reforming Parliament, how induftrious
‘ foever they be, diftratted with fo great a variety. Thofe
“ geople, after fome time fpent, grew weary again of what
* before they had {o long withed to fee ; not confidering that
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fecrecy, the popular leaders loft. It was im-
poffible that they fhould make public all the
reafons and motives for their proceedings, while

yet fuch enforced concealment on their part

told ftrongly to the advantage of the King. If

ever warning for future guidance were needed, Charles’s
the time for it was now come; and there advan-
was neverthelefs no way, confiftent with fafety, 8%
of fhowing the people in whofe caufe they

were labouring, the prefent perils and pitfalls

that befet them, without turning frankly and
boldly to the leffons of the paft. With even A wam-
fo much femblance of amended adminiftration, 8, ,
and fuch pretences of half popular meafures,

as the ingenuity of Hyde could furnifh (if
Charles could be brought to concede only fo
much), there was yet the means, in the abfence

of that indifpenfable warning againft repofing
confidence in the fovereign, of firiking a
heavy blow for recovery of the old preroga-

tive. Nor were nearer dangers wanting.
Pym’s life had been aimed at repeatedly ; and Threaten-
more than one attempt had been tried to g of
overawe deliberation by the difplay of force.

“ a prince, if he be averfe from fuch a Parliament, can find

¢ power enough to retard their proceedings, and keep off for

‘“ a long "time the cure of the State. hen that happens, 1,
¢ the people, tired with expecation of fuch a cure, do ufually ;e
¢ by J:grees forget the fharpnefs of thofe difeafes which before

¢ required it; or elfe—in the redrefling of fo many and long
¢¢ diforders, and to fecure them for the future, there being for
¢¢ the moft part a neceflity of laying heavy taxes, and draining
¢ of much money from the people—they grow extremely
‘¢ fenfible of that prefent fmart; feeling more pain by the
¢ cure, for a time, than they did by the lingering difeafe Cure

“ before ; and not confidering that the caufes of all which more pain-
¢¢ they now endure were Precédent, and their prefent fuffering ful than

¢ is for their future fecurity,” Lib. i. cap. ix. 115. difeafe.

pa-
nce of
waiting.
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Something was in peril beyond the abftra&
freedom of parliament or debate; nor was it
more to fecure the permanence of provifions
already achieved for the Eublic liberty, than to
guard againft fudden fubftitution of a naked
defpoti{m, that the parliamentary chiefs were
now called to affert and defend their pofi-
tion, or to abandon it for ever.

They were not men ‘to hefitate, and they
refolved upon an Appeal to the People in a
more dire&t form than had ever yet been
attempted. Within a week after the Houfe
firft met in November, a committee had been
moved for by Lord Digby, in a moft paffion-
ate fpeech, to ““draw up fuch a Remonftrance
“to the King as fhould be a faithful and
« lively reprefentation of the deplorable ftate
¢¢ of the kingdom, and fuch as might difcover
¢¢ the pernicious authors of it;” and the pro-
pofal had been adopted in a modified and
more moderate form, wherein it will be found
on the Journals (ii. 25), of “fome fuch way
“ of Declaration as may be a faithful repre-
“ fentation #o this Houfe of the eftate of the
¢ kingdom ;” all the leading men of the
houfe being members of the committee, and
Lord Digby its chairman. Thisdefign, fuper-
feded for the time by matters of more prefling
moment, and whofe originator had in the
interval become the hotteft partizan of the
King, was revived in the fummer. Charles
received warning of it before he departed for
Scotland, on that miffion which has fince been
thown to have had no obje& fo eagerly defired
as to gather fuppofed proofs on which to build
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a charge of treafon againft Pym and Hampden, on eve of
and fuch acceffions from the undifbanded joumey to
Scotch army to the confpirators of the army ~
of the North as to render fafe the profecution
of fuch a charge. Bifhop Williams, for pur-
pofes of his own, had intercourfe with a fer-
vant of Pym’s, and did not fcruple to tell the
King how that he had learned, from this
worthy, what had been going on in his mafter’s
houfe. Some of the Commons were preparing
a Declaration to make the actions of his Ma- Bithop
jefty’s government odious, and he had better X;ﬂ.‘;“"
try to conciliate them before he went. The concilia-
King was as ready to accept the fuggeftion as tion.
the wily prelate to offer it, and negotiations
were opened for a revival of the fcheme of
giving office to the leaders of the popular
party, fet on foot a few months before. What King con-
had ‘then for its obje to fave Strafford’s life ™
was now defigned to fave the King, by giving
him time to ruin the very men he was mean-
while to invite to ferve him.

The continued hoftility of Pym and Hamp-
den to the Scottifh vifit, and their calm deter-
mination to bring forward the Remonftrance,
baffled the plan. There can be no doubt that scheme
for a time the Court party believed their baffled-
opponents to be on the point of taking office.
The rumour firft went that Hampden was to
be Secretary of State. Then it was announced, Intended
with more confidence, and by no lefs a perfon difribu-
than Mr. Nicholas, fo foon himfelf to aflume ,gces,
that high office and who meanwhile was ex-
ercifing its fun&ions, that the feals were to be
taken by Denzil Hollis, that Hampden was
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to be Chancellor of the Duchy, that Lord
Say and Seale was to be Lord Treafurer, and, as
in all the previous propofed arrangements, that
Pym was to be Chancellor of the Exchequer.
The date of the letter in which fuch intended
diftribution of the offices is mentioned by
Nicholas is the 2gth of July; and on the day
following, an Under Secretary in his depart-
ment writes to a friend that Mr. Treafurer has
warned him to be in readinefs for the expected
change.* Neverthelefs it came to nothing.
Within the next feven days, the differences
between the King and the leaders of the majo-
rity in the Houfe had deepened ; in the teeth
of all their reprefentations, inftant departure
for Scotland was perfifted in, and the propo-
fition for a viceroy during the royal abfence
overruled ; and on the firft Saturday in Auguft
a portion of the King’s retinue had already fet
forth upon the journey, while the Houfe were
ftill in the midft of a confufed debate which
lafted till nearly midnight, and in the courfe
of which had been brought forward the fubje&
of <A REMONSTRANCE to be made, how
« wee found the Kingdome and the Church,
¢« and how the ftate of it now ftands.” +

* I have printed thefe various letters, from MSS. in the
State Paper Office, in my Arreft of the Five Members,§ v.

+ I quote Sir Ralph Verney's Notes of the Long Parliament
p:. 113) : Saturday, 7th Auguft, 1641. It occurs after allu-
ion to the fa& of an extraorginary fitting of the Houfe having
beenappointed for the following (Sunday) morning, and after
mention made of an order taken for a “ peremptory” call of
the Houfe on the next Wednefday “in regard of the great
¢ and weighty affaires that import the faifty of the kingdome,”
All thefe are indications of the great apprehenfion prevailing

at the moment as to the King’s obftinate perfiftence in going
to Scotland. And on this Saturday, as I remark in the text,

-~
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All the pains and labour of the intriguing Bimop

Bifhop, therefore, might clearly havebeen{pared. Wik,
He needed not to have bribed Mr. Pym’s fer- jabour
vant, nor was it neceffary to have fet on his loft.
matfter to bribe Mr. Pym himfelf. The Declara-
tion, or, as Lord Digby had fuggefted it
fhould be called, the Remonftrance, appears to
have been revived openly, and dire&ion given
that it fhould take its place among the orders
of the Houfe, as part of the bufinefs of the
feffion remaining to be done. Portions of it
certainly came under difcuffion before the Remon-
members rofe for the recefs ; and we have evi- ﬁ‘“‘f’
dence that after the King’s departure, amid the gluged.
excitements of the inquiry into the army plot,
the committee to whom it had been referred
had it under deliberation as ¢ the Remon-
« ftrance of the ftate of the Kingdom and the
¢¢ Church.”* What its promoters prudently
concealed, or, to fpeak perhaps more corre&ly,
hadnot yet finally gtled, was the particular man-
ner in which they propofed to make ufe of it.

The King quitted London on Monday the King
gth Auguft ; with what hopes of returning, quits Lon-
after his abfence, better able to cope with his X:é.j{
antagonifts in the Houfes, an anecdote related
by Mr. Hyde may in fome degree enable us
to judge. He defcribest the furprife with
which, fome little time before, he had received
an invitation to wait privately on the King ; Hyde’s
how he had fuppofed it was fome miftake, PP o0

interview.

both Houfes fat until after 10 at night, unable to fettle upon
any fatiffatory courfe.

* So ftyled in the Commons® Journals (ii. 234).

1+ In his Life and Continuation, i. 92-93.
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¢¢ for that he had not the honour to be known
«¢ to the King, and that there was another of the
¢¢ fame name, of the Houfe ;” but how that it
proved to be no miftake, and he accordingly
faw the King alone in the “{quare room ” at
Whitehall. On which occafion his Majefty told
him ¢ that he heard from all hands how much
¢« he was beholden to him; and that when all
¢< his fervants in the Houfe of Commons
« either neglected his fervice, or could not
¢« appear ufefully in it, he took all occafions
¢¢ to do him fervice; for which he thought fit
¢ to give him his own thanks, and to affure
¢ him that he would remember it to his
¢¢ advantage.” For his affection to the Church

- in particular, Mr. Hyde proceeds to tell us,

his Majefty thanked him more than for all the
reft ; and then he difcourfed of what he called

Hisfervice the paffion of the Houfe, and of the bill lately

againft
Epifco-
pacy Bill.

Engage-
ment to
defeat it.

brought in againft Epifcopacy, and afked
Hyde whether he thought they would be able
to carry it, to which the other anfwered he
believed they could not, at leaft that it would be
very long firft. < Nay,” replied Charles, « If
< you will look to it that they do not carry it
¢« before I go to-Scotland, which will be at
¢¢ fuch a time, when the armies fhall be dif-
¢ banded, I will undertake for the Church after
¢ that time.”

Plainly one great hope on which Charles
built in this expedition to his Northern
dominions, was, by means of perfonal inter-
courfe on his way with the mutinous Northern
army, and by fimilar influences exerted in
Edinburgh over the leaders of the yet undif-
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banded Scottifh force, to be able to achieve Hopes
fome plan for getting certain regiments into ?’;,'I‘ﬁﬂ.”
the fouth with a view to his defign againft the journey.
Parliament itfelf in the perfons of its leading
members. Does your Majefty fay, then,
exclaimed Hyde, that you can undertake fo

the Church after your return? < Why, then JHyde’s
¢¢ by the Grace of God, it will not be in much§promife.
¢ danger.”” What Mr. Hyde meant by thi

will foon more fully appear.

§ vi. REASSEMBLING OF PARLIAMENT:
OcTOBER, 1641.

THE parliamentary recefs, during which Pym aoth of
fat as chairman of a committee having abfolute Oftober,
powers to condu& bufinefs in the interval, H:ufes
lafted from the gth of September, when the meet.
Houfe had not rifen until nine o’clock at
night, to the morning of the 20th of O&ober.

On that day the members reaflembled ; but
great gaps were feen in their ranks, and it Defaulters
became obvious, as week followed week with- gmr;’;&
out fupplying thefe deficiencies, that the
average of attendance had confiderably dimin-
ifhed. Lord Clarendon, though he hefitates
expreflly to fay fo, would have us afflume that
the King’s party fuffered moft by this falling
off ; but the aflumption is hardly reconcileable
with the ftrenuous exertions of the patriots to
compel a more full attendance. It appears
from the D’Ewes manufcript that Strode went Strode’s
even fo far, fome two months after the recefs, fi:::po‘i-
as to propofe to fine a member £50, or expel againtt the
him, if he perfifted in abfence without leave ; abfent
u2
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vithout  and when fuggeftion was made on the King’s
@Y behalf from Edinburgh, for the iffue of a
proclamation requiring full attendance of all
the members of the Houfe, the Lord Keeper
and Chief Juftice Bankes were againft it, as
unfeafonable. The truth feems to have been,
that the defe@®ion comprifed generally the clafs
of not very fettled opinions which had hitherto
Liberat fided moftly with the ftrongeft ; and that its
party manifeftation at this critical time, bringing
weakened. hew proof of influences at work as well within
as without the Houfe, to weaken the power of
its leaders, furnithed alfo a more complete
juftification, if that were needed, of the courfe

on which they had refolved.
Forebod-  Nor had they affembled many hours before
;::gstf:;“‘ darker warnings gathered in upon them.
‘g The Scottifh journey had borne its fruits.
The entire difgranding of the Northern army
at the time appointed had been intercepted
by the King’s order, under the hand of Vane ;
there had been communications with it, during
the King’s progrefs to Edinburgh ; and the in-
trigues in Edinburgh itfelf had been fo far
partially fucceffful, that a fchifm had been
effeGted among the leaders of the Covenant
of a chara&er precifely fimilar to that which
Hyde had uncﬁrtakcn for England. It was
Report (Pym’s duty now, as chairman of the com-
from the § mittee appointed to fit during the recefs, after
Seces M narrating the difcovery of Goring’s plot, to
mittee, § place before the Commons certain evidences
exifting of another widely {pread army confpi-
racy in England, of the weight or importance
to be attached to which, and of its' poffible
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connection with matters then tranfpiring in Another
Scotland, the Houfe would judge. Falkland Plot
and Hyde attempted to turn the debate into
another dire@ion, and the refult was ftill
doubtful when Pym, in the midft of the
fitting, produced letters which the committee

had received from Hampden. Hampden was Letters
ftill in Edinburgh, nominally (with Fiennes produced
and Stapleton) as a commiffioner on the Scotch Hampden.
debt, but really to watch the King’s proceed-

ings there; and the letters now handed in

from the member for Bucks, and which had
reached the committee by an exprefs, detailed

the fcheme juft difcovered at Edinburgh for

the aflaffination of the leaders of the Cove- ¥he «in-
nant.* The entire contents of thefe letters cident.”

* Cl fays explicitly that Montrofe, while profefling Charge
to be%ti(;; the King of thi¢ trealon of Argyle an again%t

the Hamiltons, advifed the more certain and expeditious mode Montrofe.
of difpofing of them by affaffination, which he ¢ frankly
¢ undertook to do” (Hift. ii. 17). The nobl: hiftorian adds
that the King ¢ abhorred that expedient,” but unhappily
even he is not able to deny that the King continuecf his
regard and confidence to the man who (as at any rate he
appears himfelf to have believed, at the clofe of his life,
when the beft opportunities had meanwhile prefented them-
felves for maturing his knowledge and judgment of the
faéts) h fugge flinatiog, The fubje is fur-
ther purfued in my Arreft of the Five Members, § xxviii. From
the manufeript records of thefe proceedings of the Long
Parliament which are before me as I write, I find that Pym, joth Oc-
as early as ten daysafter the prefent date, namely, on the 3oth tober,
O&ober, appears to have been thoroughly conicious of what Pym’s
had been going on in Edinburgh. In the courfe of the more fpeech on
elaborate ftatement he then gave of the circumftances (adverted Army

to in his fpeech ten days before) of ¢“a new defign now lately, defigns.
¢ again to make ufe of the army againft us,” he has occafion

to advert alfo to the fa& that ‘¢ fecret forces were ready in

¢ fome places, and fecret meetings had been in Hampthire by

¢ fundry great recufants;” and with this he couples a warn-

ing ¢“that the Prince’ (afterwards Charles IL.) ““who was

¢ appointed to be at Richmond, was often at Oatlands with
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were not divulged: but, on the further ftate-
ment then made by Pym, a propofition by
Hyde (which Falkland fupported) for leaving
the bufinefs of Scotland to the Parliament

Hyde and there, and paffing to confideration of "the

Falkland
outvoted.

pay of the five undifbanded troops of the
Northern army, was ftrenuoufly refifted, and at
laft fuccefifully. Then, upon the motion of
Sir Benjamin Rudyard fupported by Sir
Walter Earle and others, among whom Sir
Simonds D’Ewes diftinguifhed himfelf by a
highly metaphorical and ingenious addrefs in
which he enlarged upon a wholefome bar-
barous cuftom prevailing in Africa of hanging

up one Lion to fcare the reft, refolutions were

Pym’s re-
folutions
carried.

Con-
fpiracy
tracked
out,

Chara&er

pafled for immediate conference with the Lords
on the fafety of the parliament and kingdom ;
inftru&ions were given for occupation, with a
ftrong force, of all the military pofts of the
city; the trained-bands of London were ordered
up to guard the two Houfes by night as well
as by day; and thefe troops, with the fimilar
force enrolled in Weftminfter, were fubfe-
quently turned into a regular parliamentary
guard acting under dire@ion of the Earl of
Effex. All this had paflfed during the day
of the 20th of O&ober; and in the evening,
Edward Nicholas,* already named as fo foon

¢ the Queen, and away from the Marquis of Hertford his
¢ Governor, for whom there were no convenient lodgings at
¢¢ Qatlands.” ‘Then, after a certain break, thefe remarkable
words follow : ¢ That ke feared the confpiracy awent round,
¢ and was in Scotland as well as England.”

* An able and a moderate man, who ferved his mafter
faithfully, and (rareft of qualities in a King’s fervant then)
not unwifely. Clarendon defcribes him, in one of the fup-
prefled paflages of his Hiftory, as * one of the Clerks of the
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to be knighted and made Secretary of State in

place of Windebank, and who now fat for
Newton in Hants, keeping the fignet during
Charles’s abfence in Edinburgh, wrote to Alarm of
the King that fome well-affeCted parliament Jecetty
men had been with him that day in great
trouble, in confequence of news from Scotland,

and that he had not been able to calm their
anxiety.* As the days paffed on, and new

light was thrown on the equivocal pofition of

the King with the promoters of the league
againft Argyle and the Hamiltons, this caufe

for trouble to the ¢ well-affetted” did not
diminith. In a fecond letter, his Majefty is Kings
told how much his fervants in the Houfe are gpeart-
difheartened to be kept fo long in darknefs. encd.
In a third, he has further notification of the

great pain which is caufed by his filence.
Nevertheless, that moft fignificant filence
continued.

Hampden followed foon after his letters, Arrival of
leaving his fellow-commiffioners+ in Edin- Hampden.
burgh, and arrived in London while the newly
introduced bill to take away the bifhops’
votes in the other Houfe was under difcuffion.

¢ Council, who had been Secretary to the Duke of Bucking- of Edward
“ham for the Maritime Affairs, a man of experience, Nicholas.
* and of a very good reputation” (ii. 600). The King made
him Secretary of State as foon as he returned from Scotland,
See Clarendon’s Life, i. 94. .
* ¢« The next day after the receipt of the letters,” fays Indire&
Clarendon (ii. 579), *‘ the Earls of Effex and Holland fadly ways of
« told me, that I might clearly difcern the indireé way of the Court.
¢t the Court, and how odious all honeft men grew to them.”
+ The Hon. Nathaniel Fiennes, Lord Say and Seale’s
fecond fon, member for Banbury ; and Sir Philip Stapleton,
member for Boroughbridge.
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Bithops Hyde had kept faithfully his promife to the
Bil ender King. Upon this bill being reproduced, Falk-
land rofe, and, to the general amazement,
retraCted the views he had formerly been fo
deeply pledged to, and declared his determina-
tion to vote againft it. D’Ewes, and other
ftaunch holders of Puritan opinions, appear
to have been completely unprepared for this
demontftration; but very fpeedily others joined
in it, among whom Sir Edward Dering, the
member for Kent, notably diftinguithed him-
felf. Thus Hyde’s fcheme was thriving ; and
Speakers the well-affe¢ted Parliament-men, as Secretary
:‘;’ai“;‘ff Nicholas calls them, were now a&ing as a com-
" pa& body, and not fcrupling to avow the new
tactics that governed them. €¢I am forry,”
faid Hampden, ¢ to find a noble” lord has
Hamp- < changed his opinion fince the time the laft
prite. < bill to this purpofe paffed the Houfe; for
‘¢ he then thought it a good bill, but now he
¢¢ thinketh this an ill one.” ¢ Truly,” replied
Lord Falkland, €¢I was perfuaded at that time,
¢ by the worthy gentleman who hath {poken,
“ to believe many things which I have fince
¢« found to be untrue; and, therefore, I have
Falk- g ¢ changed my opinion in many particulars, as
lands 3¢ well as to things as perfons.” It was the
#owd M firt frank bold announcement of the rup-
ture in the Parliamentary party, and it may be
interefting to paufe and confider the character

of the man from whom it came.
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§ vir. Lorp FaLkLAND.

. THe fudden and impetuous break-off from Beliefs as
the party with whom he had acted fo zealoufly to Falk-
in matters requiring no- common nerve and charagter.
refolution, chara&eniftic as it was of the real
Falkland, jars with the popular impreflions
that arife at mention of his name. But merely
to compare it with the courfe we have feen
him adopt upon fuch queftions as Strafford’s
Attainder, may well fuggeft fome doubt as to
the entire corre@nefs ofg the eftimates ordinarily
formed of the political chara&er and opinions
of this celebrated man. He is generally affumed
to have been the incarnation of moderate and
temperate counfels. It is but a few yeargsuppofed
fince his example was publicly pleaded by a firfgtype of
minifter of the Crown to juftify the fincerit on,
with which he might be profecuting a war in
the midft of continual proteftations of a defire
for peace. We were afked to remember that the
moft virtuous and felf-reftrained chara&er in
our great rebellion, and the man moft devoted
to the Royalift caufe, ftill murmured and ¢ in-
geminated ” peace, peace, even whilft arming for
the combat. But the allufion was unfortunate
in turning wholly on that alleged circumftance
in Falkland’s career which is moft capable
of clear difproof. He was by no means devoted
to the caufe he fought for; and he cried out
peace, peace, folely becaufe he detefted the war.

No doubt, however, he is the man of all Errorsand
others of our civil conflict who is moft gene- mjudg-
rally fuppofed to have reprefented therein the
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monarchical principle; and upon this ground
his ftatue was among thofe voted earlieft for
the hiftorical adornment of the new Palace at
Weftminfter. But the real truth is, that
Falkland was far more of an apoftate than
Strafford, for his heart was really with the
Parliament from the firft, which Strafford’s
never was; and never, to the very end, did
Never  he fincerely embrace the caufe with which his
Z;aloui for pallant and mournful death at the age of
the King: thirty-four * has eternally conneéted him. I
have no wifh to fay anything to unfettle the
admiring thoughts which muft always clufter
round the memory of one whom Lord Claren-
don has celebrated not fimply as a ftatefman and
foldier, but as a patriot, poet,t and philofo-

Tribute * ¢ Thus fell that incomparable young man, in the four-

by Hyde, ‘ and-thirtieth year of his age, having fo much difpatched
¢ the bufinefs of life, that the oldeft rarely attain to that
* immenfe knowledge, and the youngeft enter not into the
¢« world with more Innocence. hofoever leads fuch a life,
¢ need not care upon how fhort a warning it be taken from
“ him.” Hiff. iv. 257. For ¢ need not care” the firft
editors had fubftituted ¢ needs be the lefs anxious.”

Gratitude 1 To the gratitude of the poets themfelves,—to the eternal

of the remembrance with which fucﬁorenen as Ben Jonfon, Suckling,

Poets to Waller, and Cowley, can pay richly back in their loving verfe

Falkland. all kinds anddegrees of loving fervice,—Falkland rather owes
his title than to any achievements of his own. Butthere are
yet a fufficient number of good lines in his occafional poetical
pieces to juﬁifr Suckling’s having placed him in his ‘Seffion
¢ of the Poets.” There are many manly verfes in his Eclogue
on Jonfon’s death.

His ¢ Alas! that bard, that glorious bard is dead,

Eclogue Who, when I whilome cities vifited,

on Hath made them feem but hours which were full days,
Jonfons Whilft he vouchfaft me his harmonious lays;

death. And when I lived, I thought the country then

A torture ; and no manfion, but a den.”

Falkland puts this into the mouth of Hylas, and it may

-l
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pher, in fentences that will be immortal. But
it is impoffible to become familiar with the
details of this period of our hiftory, and with

remind us of what Clarendon fays of the writer’s own paf-
fionate fondnefs.for London. Melybeeus rejoins :

¢¢ Jonfon you mean, unlefs I much do err
I know the perfon by the chara&ter.”

The fame fpeaker continues:

171

‘¢ His learning fuch, no author, old or new, On Jon-

Efcaped his reading that deferv’d his view, fon’s

And fuch his judgment, fo exa&t his teft learning.

Of what was beft in books, as what books beft,
That, had he joined thofe notes his labours took
From each moft praifed and praife-deferving book,
And could the world of that choice treafure boatt,
It need not care though all the reft were lot.”

Of his great art he then fpeaks, fo that what he pleafed to His

write— vogue in
** Gave the wife wonder and the crowd delight. theatres.

Each fort as well as fex admir’d his wit,

The hes and fhes, the boxes and the pit ;

And who lefs liked, within did rather chufe

To tax their judgments than fufpeé& his mufe.
Nor no fpetatorhis chafte ftage could call

The cauie of any crime of his, but all

With thoughts and wills purg’d and amended rife
From the ethick leétures of his Comedies :
‘Where the fpefators aét, and the tfham’d Age
Blufhes to meet her follies on the ftage;

‘Where each man finds fome light he never fought,
And leaves behind fome vanity he brought.
Whofe Politicks no lefs the mind direét

Than thofe the Manners, nor with lefs effe&,
When his majeftic Tragedies relate

All the diforders of a tottering ftate.” . . .

It was to be remembered alfo, Melybceus adds, that of all His felf-
- this old Ben was himfelf ¢ fole workman and fole archite&,” aifed
as to which he concludes: fortune.

¢* And furely what my friend did daily tell,
If he but atted his own part as well

As he writ thofe of others, he may boaft
The happy fields hold not a happier ghoft 1

Thefe are not only i})od lines, but very valuable perfonal
notices of rare old Jonfon. ’
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Falkland’s fhare in what preceded the Debates
_on the Remonftrance, and to doubt in what
“{pirit alone he could have taken the part which

he fubfequently played. Over and over again

does Clarendon himfelf find it peceflary to
remark of him, that he never had any venera-
tion for the Court, but only fuch a loyalty to
the King as the law required from him ; and
as often is he conftrained to admit, on the

| {
Court and other hand, that he had naturally a wonderful

Parlia-
ment,

Influence
of Hyde.

Faith of
the old
Cavalier.

reverence for Parliaments, as believing them
moft folicitous for juftice, the violation whereof,
in the leaft degree, he could not forgive any
mortal power.*

But the friend who has done fo much to
preferve and endear his fame fince his death,
had unhappily influence enough, while he
lived, to lead him into a pofition which made
the exa& reverfe of thofe opinions an official
neceflity ; and Falkland was eminently a man
who, finding himfelf {o placed, however unex-
pe&edly, was ready to facrifice everything to
the pun@&ilio of honour. In his opinions, if
not in his perfonal antecedents, he was like the
old cavalier Sir Edmund Verney, whofe doubts
were exprefled to Hyde, the tempter of all
thefe men. I have eaten the King’s bread,
¢¢ and ferved him near thirty years, and I will
¢ not do fo bafe a thing as to forfake him. I
«¢ choofe rather to lo%e my life (which I am
«¢ fure I fhall do) to preferve and defend thofe

* This paffage is of courfe meant to convey, as Bifhop
Warburton has remarked, that Falkland thought refiftance
lawful, which Hyde himfelf did not. And the fame feeling
is exprefled in other paflages, as ii. 94 ; iv. 244, &c.
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¢¢ things which are againft my confcience to
<« preferve and defend ; for, I will deal freely
« with you, I have no reverence for the
« bithops for whom this quarrel fubfifts.”
There was only this important difference in
Falkland, that the bread which he had eaten,
and the fervice to which he was vowed, before
he made his final ele®ion, was that of the
Parliament and not of the King. And itis
not difficult to difcern that his ftrongeft feeling
remained in this dire&ion throughout: even
when he feemed, as it will be my duty to thow
him in this party ftruggle of the Remon-
ftrance, moft deeply to have committed him-
felf againft its leaders. His convi&ions never
ceafed to be with the opinions which the
Parliament reprefented, though his perfonal
habits, his elegant purfuits, his faftidious taftes,
his thorough-going fenfe of friendfhip, and
even his fhynefs of manner and impatient
impulfivenefs of temper, made him an eafy
prey to the perfuafive arts that feduced him to
the fervice of the King. Nor will it be unjuft
to add that it is the admiration thus attratted
to his perfonal charager and habits, rather
than any fenfe of his public fervices, which
conftitutes the intereft of his name. It is not

Sentiment
not judg-
ment,

Eafy prey
to Hyde's

Fetfua-
ion,

1

therefore in parliament, nor on the field of Falkland’s

battle, that they fhould feek for Falkland who
would cherith him moft, but rather in that
private home to which his love and patronage
of letters lent infinite graces and enjoyments,
and where the man of wit and learning found
himfelf invariably welcomed as to ¢“a college
“ fituated in a purer air.”
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View Lord Macaulay has remarked that he was
takez by 56 faftidious for public life, and never em-

Mac2h7- barked in a caufe that he did not fpeedily
difcover fome reafon for growing indifferent
or hoftile to.* There is fomething in that;
but we fhould prefer to fay that his fpirit in
all things was too much on the furface—too
quick, impetuous, and impatient ; and hence
both his ftrength in impulfe, and his weaknefs
in acion. He carried about with him a painful
fenfe of perfonal difadvantages which he was

* The subjoined paffage is fo happy a fpecimen of the manner
Macau"\y of the writer, that I cannot refift appending it. * He did not
lay’s ¢ perceive that | imes as tﬁofe on which his lot had
Effays ¢ ?allen, the duty of a ftatelman is to choofe tl 2uf
1. 160, ¢« and to TSy

« 0 SWEVEr 200 ! i . e
¢«‘pretent evil always [cemed . He was always
¢¢ going backward and forward ; but it mqulg F remembered
“¢ tg his honou thit it was alwi¥s rom the ftronger to the
o weage:r ilée ;Eat ¢ delerted, ile Charles was oppreiling
¢¢ the'people, Falkland was a refolute champion of liberty. He

¢ attacked Strafford, He even concurred in ftrong meafures

. ‘“againft Epifcopacy. But the violence of his party annoyed

A public ¢ him, and drove him to the other part{, to be equally

man unfit ¢ annoyed there, Dreading the fuccefs of the caufe which he

for public ¢ had efpoufed, difgufted by the courtiers of Oxford, as he

life. ¢ had been difgufted by the patriots of Weftminfter, yet

‘“ bound by honour not to abandon the caufe for which he

“was in arms, he pined away, negletted his perfon, went

¢¢ about moaning for peace, and at laft ruthed defperately on

‘¢ death, as the beft refuge in fuch miferable times. If he had

¢ lived through the fcenes that followed, we have little doubt

¢ that he would have condemned himfelf to fhare the exile

‘“ and beggary of the royal family ; that he would then have

¢ returned to oppofe all their meafures ; that he would have

‘ been fent to tl!:e Tower by the Commons as a ftifler of the

¢ Popifh Plot, and by the King as an accomplice in the Rye

¢ Houfe Plot ; and that if he had efcaped being hanged, firft

What if ““ by Scroggs, and then by Jefferies, he would, after manfully

he had  ¢‘ oppofing James the Second through years of tyranny, have

lived to ‘¢ been feized with a fit of compaffion at the very moment of

Revo- ¢ the Revolution, have voted for a Regency,and died a Non-
lutionp  “juror.”” (Ed. 1843.) .
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eager to overcome, and his very impetuofity Objegtions
was often but another form of fhynefs. But thereto.
to whatever caufe attributable, it is certain that

what he would do in public life, he was apt to
overdo; and there cannot be a greater miftake

than that which fo often reprefents him, and

which voted him the firft ftatue among Englifh
worthies in the palace at Weftminfter, as the
incarnate fpirit of the moderation of our
ftruggle in the feventeenth century. His
temperament had in it as little as poffible of
calmnefs or moderation. He fought a duel Excita-
before he was nineteen; and while yet in his bility of
minority, he had defied his father’s authority “"P*"
and made a runaway match. What his friend

Hyde calls a ¢ notable vivacity ” was always
exprefling itfelf in him, by words or deeds;
whether the matter was great enough to impel

him fuddenly into the allegiance for which he

died, or only fmall enough to bring down

¢ his clafped hands tightly on the crown of his

¢ hat ” where another man would have thought

it enough quietly to fit covered. Mentioning Anecdote
a vote of the Commons for fome certain {pecial by Claren-
fervice, by which the Speaker was inftructed in “*™
the name of the whole Houfe to give thanks

to him who had rendered it, and every member

was alfo defired as a teftimony of his particular
acknowledgment ¢“to ftir or move his hat,”

Hyde tells us that, believing the fervice itfelf

not to be of that moment, and that an
honourable and generous perfon would not

have ftooped to it for any recompenfe, in- gpmphags
“ ftead of moving his hat, ke fretched both overdone.
““ his arms out and clafped his hands together
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“ upon the crown of his hat, and held it clofe
“ down to his head, that all men might fee
“ how odious that flattery was to him, and
¢ the very approbation of the perfon though
¢ at that time moft popular.” The a&ion
might for once have excufed the ftrange defire
of the privy councillor before named, to
compare his countrymen in thefe wars to very
different acors in a very different revolution.
“ Firm as the hat of Servandony!” fhouted
Danton, with happy allufion to one of the
towers of St. Sulpice fo named, as he crufhed
down and held his hat immovably over his
great broad face, when threatened with chaftife-
ment if he would not uncover while he fat in
the pit of the Frangais on the eve of the
Convocation of the States-General. And
certainly, however unlike the men, a fudden,
indignant, too impatient fpirit, was common
to both. It largely contributed to what was
right as well as to what was wrong in Falkland,
and might equally have juftified his fele&ion
as the reprefentative, not of the moderation of
the ftruggle, but of ecither of its extremes.
The artift who received the commiffion for
his ftatue mi%ht have fculptured him as on
the 8th of February (1640-1), the vehement
affailant of the Bifhops, or as on the 25th of
October (1641), the vehement fupporter of
the Church. He might have been taken in
1640 as eager for Strafford’s life, as in 1643
he had become recklefs of his own in the fame
ill-fated fervice as Strafford’s.

Very certain it is, at any rate, that he is the
laft perfon to take for a model of devotion to
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the caufe he was laft engaged in. Hyde
expreflly tells us that “from the entrance into
¢ this unnatural war his natural cheerfulnefs
‘¢ and vivacity grew clouded;” that only “when Diflike of
¢ there was any overture or hope of peace, he the war.
“ would be more ere& and vigorous;” and
that fuch, in fhort, was his friend’s diflike of the
. war that he invited and fought death merely
to get himfelf fairly out og it. Before war
was actually entered on, indeed, we have proof
that this deje@tion and fadnefs of fpirit had
ftolen upon him. When, for inftance, on the Laft ap-
th of September, 1642, he delivered to the PFirinc
ﬁoule of %ommons, as mIRINer o the RINg, of Com-
the laft meflage fent by Charles to the repre- mons.
IEarives of T pessle-te s defered Ta-The
m\%ﬁwes, who witneffed
the {cene, to have ftood bareheaded at the bar,
even as Culpeper had ftood but ten days
before, looking fo dejecedly as if he had been
a delinquent rather than a member of the More like
parliament, a privy councillor, and meflenger d:l;:t-than
from the King. Was he thinking, then, of Minifter.
that old reverence he bore to Parliaments,
infomuch that he thought it really impoffible
they could ever produce mifchief or incon-
venience to the kingdom, or that the kingdom
could be tolerably happy in the intermiffion of
them?*  As he furveyed the old familiar
benches, was he forrowful with the fad mif- Regretor
giving that he had elfewhere now transferred his ;,o::ﬁ ?
allegiance, and that it was no longer permitted
him to hold the exalted opinion he once held

* Clarendon, Hif. iv. 244-
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of the uprightnefs and integrity of the leading
men who fat there, efpecially of Mr.
Hampden? *

But whatever fuch doubts or felf-queftion-
ings may have been, they need not now over-
fhadow or cloud a memory that Englifhmen
of all opinions may well be proud to cherifh.
If we defire to reclaim Falkland to the Parlia-
ment, it is that we would gladly, for ourfelves,
+1ﬁ'ociate with that fide in the ftruggle thofe
prodigious parts of learning and knowledge,
that inimitable fweetnefs and delight in con-
verfation, that flowing and obliging humanity
and goodnefs to mankind, that primitive fim-
plicity and integrity of life. But it is doubtlefs
the wifer courfe to feparate from all mere party

aflociations fuch qualities as thefe, and rather
to think of them as vouchfafed to fuftain and
{weeten our common nature under all its con-
ditions of conteft and trial. He afked no

to men of man’s opinion, fays Clarendon, whom he de-

fired to ferve; it was enough that he found a
man of wit, family, or good parts, clouded
with poverty or want ; and fuch was his gene-
rofity and bounty for all worthy perfons of
that kind needing fupplies and encouragement
(whofe fortunes required, and whofe fpirits
made them fuperior to, ordinary obligations),t

* Hif. iv. 245. .

t ¢ As,” Clarendon takes occafion to fay (,Lg'/e, i. 46),
“ Ben Jonfon, and many others of that time.” ¢ Which
“ {:t,” he adds, ¢ they were contented to reccive from him,
13

caufe his bounties were fo gencroufly diftributed, and fo
“ much without vanity and oftentation, that, except from

- ¢ thofe few perfons from whom he fometimes received the

¢ charater ot fit obje¢t for his benefits, or whom he intrufted
“ for the more fecrct deriving them to them, he did all he




§ vir. Lord Falkland. 179

that he feemed to have his eftate in truft for

fuch alone. To that generous home which he Open
kept open to his friends near Oxford, no man '(‘)‘;‘}{fr;:

had to pay toll or tax of opinion at entering.*
There, without queftion afked, men of all
opinions in Church and State affembled ; find-

ing in their hoft fuch an immenfenefs of wit

and fuch a folidity of judgment, fo infinite a tomen
fancy bound in by a moft logical ratiocination, gf ;‘ilom
fuch'a vaft knowledge that he was not ignorant '
in anything, with fuch an exceffive humility as

if he had known nothing, that the place was

¢ could that the perfons themfelves who received them fhould

“ not know from what fountain they flowed ; and when that Exquifite
“ could not be concealed, he fuftained any acknowledgment delicacy.
*¢ from the perfons obliged with fo much trouble and bafhful- )
‘ nefs, that they might well perceive, that he was even

‘¢ athamed of the little he had given, 4nd to receive fo large

“ a recompenfe for it.”

* “ Who all found their lodgings there,” fays Clarendon, Piture of
¢ as ready as in the colleges ; nor did the lord of the houfe Falk-
 know of their coming or going, nor who were in his houfe, land’s
‘¢ till he came to dinner, or fupper, where all ftill met : other- houfe.
¢ wife there was no troublefome ceremony or conftraint, to
¢ forbid men to come to the houfe, or to make them weary of
¢ ftaying there; fo that many came thither to ftudy in a better
“¢ air, finding all the books they could defire in his library,

““and all the perfons together whofe company they could

¢ wifh, and not find in any other fociety.” Li}{, i. 48, In

his hiftory Clarendon adds that upon one fubjeét only was

Falkland intolerant in refpect of thofe whom he received, and Intolerant

he attributes it to the faét that the Papifts had corrupted his only of

two younger brothers (his mother was a Catholic) “ being intole-

¢‘ both children, and ftolen them from his houfe,and tran(ported rance.

¢ beyond feas;” and that they had alfo * perverted his

‘¢ fifters :” upon which occafion, Clarendon mentions, * he

“ writ two large difcourfes againft the principal pofitions of

¢ that religion, with that fharpnefs and ftyle, and full weight

‘¢ of reafon, that the Church is deprived of great jewels in the

¢¢ concealment of them, and that they are not publifhed to the

“world.” Hiff. iv. 244. Some curious letters having Difcourfes

reference to thefe incidents in Falkland’s family will be found againft

in the Clarendon State Papers, ii. §35—538. Popery.
x2
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to them as a college fituated in a purer
air.*

Were it poflible that a time might come
when all recollection fhould have paffed away
of the momentous quarrel in which Falkland
threw down his life, thofe things might yet
continue his name and memory with profit
and advantage to all men. And even above
them we would place the three particular cha-
ra&eriftics which the affe&tion of his friend
cannot help recording, while he qualifies them
as niceties with which he was reproached
during life as unfuited to ¢‘the neceflity and
¢¢ iniquity of the time.” Holding, on the
other hand, that were it only poflible to find
men pure enough to pra&ife them, they would
abate the neceflity and iniquity of every time,
I fhall clofe the feQion by placing them
on record here as the higheft human eulogy
to be pronounced ‘on Falkland. The firft was,
that fo feverely did he adore truth that he
could as eafily have given himfelf leave to fteal
as to diffemble. In other words, to fuffer any
man to think that he would do anything which
he was refolved not to do, he thought a far
more mifchievous kind of lying than an
pofitive averring of what could eafily be con-
tradi®ed. The fecond was, that he would
never give the remoteft countenance or enter-
tainment to the employing of fpies. Such
inftruments, he held, muft be fo void of all
ingenuoufnefs and common honefty before
they could be of ufe, that afterwards they

* Clarendon, Hifl. iv. 243.
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could never be fit to be credited ; and he could
account no fingle prefervation to be worth fo
%eneral a wound and corruption of human

ociety as the cherifhing fuch perfons would

carry with it. The third was, that he de- reverence
nounced ever with vehement indignation the for pri-
liberty of opening private letters, upon fufpi- jyer,
cion that they might contain matter of dan-
gerous confequence; thinking it fuch a violation

of the law of nature that no qualification by
office could juftify a fingle perfon in the
trefpafs.

Such and fo great that laft particular tref-
pafs, indeed, that it may in fome cafes be a
moot queftion whether any lapfe of time
abfolves the refponfibility of keeping private
letters, which the writers of them never meant
to be laid open, ever ftrictly and facredly clofed.

§ vin. THE SecessioN AND 1TS DANGERS.

THERE was certainly no kind of conceal- pajk.
ment or referve, and no diffembling, in what land’s
Falkland told the Houfe upon Hampden's ...
return from Scotland. So far he fhowed the
ftrength of his chara&er even in a confeflion
of the weaknefs of his condu&. He was no
longer difpofed to accept or a& upon the
counfels of the member for Buckinghamfhire,
and he avowed at once that, upon the queftion
where they moft widely diverged, he meant to
follow Hyde’s counfels. He had changed his not
opinion in many particulars, as well as to gt
things as perfons, and he chofe frankly to fay Hyde.
fo. This was at leaft fair warning. On which-
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ever fide might be found to lie ultimately the
right or the wrong, here was at any rate an end
to that phalanx which had brought Strafford
to the fcaffold, lodged Laud in the Tower,
and driven Finch and Windebank into exile ;
which had condemned fhip-money, impeached
the judges who gave it their fanction, and
dragged one of them in open court from the
feat his injuftice had polluted ; * which had
pafled the triennial bill, and voted as un-
lawful every tax upon the fubje& impofed
without confent of the Houfe of Com-
mons; which had abolifthed all jurifdi&ions
that reared themfelves above the law; and
before whofe unfhrinking, compaét array, alike
the petty and the mighty inftrument of
wrong had fallen, the Stannary Courts and
the Court of York, the Star Chamber and the
High Commiffion. In not one of thefe retri-
butive or reformatory acts, had the party of
Hyde and Falkland wavered in the leaft: in
many, they had outftripped even Denzil
Hollis, Cromwell, Hampden, and Pym. But
they now did not hefitate to give out, as in
Falkland’s reproach to Hampden, that un-
founded inducements had been.addreffed to
them ; and that this juftified their inftant

* T quote from Whitelocke’s Memorials (p. 40, Ed. 1732).
¢ February 13, 1640, Sir Robert Berkley, one of the Judges
¢ of the King’s Bench, who gave his opinion for Ship money,
¢¢ was impeached by the Commons of High Treafon, in the
¢ Lords’ g‘loufe. and, by their command, Maxwell, the Uther
¢ of the Black Rod, came to the King’s Bench when the
¢ Judges were fitting, took Judge Berkley from off the Bench,
¢ and carried him away to prifon, which ftruck a great terrour
‘¢ in the reft of his brethren then fitting in Weftmintter Hall,
‘¢ and in all his profeffion.”

n

-~
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defertion, as well of the principles they had
acted on, as of the-men they fo long had a&ed
with. What the alleged mifreprefentations never
were, has never been explained. But it is foco ™
certain that not an attempt was made by them,
before they paffed into oppofition againft their
old affociates, to obtain a fingle fecurity for
the King’s better faith as to any one tranfaction
of the year during which they had ranked as _
his opponents.  Still in all refpects unaltered, “Tn';jtlfr‘e’f
fave that Strafford ftood no longer by his fide,
at leaft Charles the Firft cannot be accufed ot
having tempted thefe men. Their names,
and their exertions in debate, are fubmitted by
Secretary Nicholas to his mafter, with a re-
queft for due encouragement to fuch fervice,
in the very letters which bear evidence of
Charles’s continued hatred of the Caufe of Old caute
which they had been the defenders, and were f) 3
now the betrayers. There is hardly an inter-
change of confidence at this date between
Edinburgh and Whitehall, in which there is
not either news of fome freth fuppofed
danger to the parliamentary leaders, received
with unconcealed fatisfaction ; or the fuggeftion
of fome plot or intrigue againft them, thrown
out with eager hope. If they had flinched o
wavered for amoment, all that they had gainedfDanger of
mutt at once have paffed from their keeping Joi8 2l
Happily for their own fame, more happily fo
our peaceful enjoyment of the fruits of thei
defperate ftruggle, they ftood quiet and un-
difmayed under every danger and every form
of temptation. ’

Some days before the reaflembling of the Reappear-
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Houfe, great ficknefs had broken out in
London ; the plague had reappeared in fome
quarters ; and the occafion had been feized for
an intrigue to ftay the reaffembling, or to pro-
cure at leaft an adjournment of place if not of
time. It is a leading topic in feveral letters
from Secretary Nicholas to the King. At
firft he is full of hope, defcribing the fpread of
the plague and the fhutting up of infected
houfes around Weftminfter, and confidently
anticipating that adjournment in fome form
muft be reforted to, fo rife and dangerous the
ficknefs grows. But after three days he has
to change his tone, and to tell the King that
¢ Mr. %ym ”” and-thofe of his party will not
hear that parliament fhall not be held, or fhall
meet anywhere but in London or Weftminfter.
It met, as we have feen; and Mr. Pym, five
days after the meeting, received very decifive
intimation of the temper with which the
King’s partizans out of doors now regarded

fhim.

He was fitting in his ufual place, on the
right hand beyond the members’ gallery, near
the bar, on the 25th of O&ober, when, in the
midft of debate on a propofition he had fub-
mitted for allowance of ¢ powder and bullet ”
to the City Guard, a letter was brought to
him. The Serjeant of the Houfe had received
it from a meffenger at the door, to whom a
gentleman on horfeback in a grey coat had
given it that morning on Fith-ftreet-hill ; with
a gift of a fhilling, and injunction to deliver it
with greatcareand fpeed. As Pym opened the
letter, fomething dropped out of it on the
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floor ; but without giving heed to this he read y the
to himfelf a few words, and then, holding up >**"
the paper, called out that it was a fcandalous

libel. Hereupon it was carried up to the lately- Handed
appointed Clerk’s Afliftant, Mr. John Ruth- %o Mr.
worth, who, in his unmoved way, read aloud its worth.
abufe of the great leader of the Houfe, and its
affeveration that if he fhould efcape the pre-

fent attempt, the writer had a dagger prepared

for him. At this point, however, young Mr.
Rufhworth would feem to have loft his coolnefs,

for he read the next few lines in an agitated way.

They explained what had dropped from the
letter. Itwas a rag that had covered a plague- lts con-
wound, fent in the hope that infe@ion might by I****-
fuch means be borne to him who opened it.

“ Whereupon,” fays the eye-witnefs, from
whofe report the incident is now firft related

as it really happened, ¢ the faid clerk’s affiftant Mr. Ruth-
‘¢ having read fo far, threw down the letter ;:::“s
“ into the houfe; and fo it was fpurned away
¢ out of the door.” Its threats, however,

could not fo be fpurned away, and were not

mere empty brutalities. Nicholas’s report of

it to the King was dated but a few days after

the occurrence, yet, in the brief interval, not

only had another attempt upon Pym’s life Further
been difcovered, but a perfon miftaken for attempts
him had been ftabbed in Weftminfter Hall. ;g;,;::
Charles made no comment on the particular
fubjet reported upon by his correfpondent.

But, if fo minded, his Majefty might have told

him that he and his Queen had their plots

alfo, againft the foremoft man of the parlia-
ment ; and that Pym’s name, for purpofes of
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their own, was become a word of familiar

found in their letters to each other.* . :

Hisafail- Pym had affailants in the Houfe itfelf, too,
ants inthe more open, but hardly more honourable.
Houe.  The firft dire@ refult of the dark rumours
from Scotland inculpating the King, was a
propofition moved in the Commons for a

vote affirming the King’s right to nominate

all officers, councillors, ambaffadors, and

Refolu- minifters; but demanding that the power of
tion  approving them fhould in future reft with the
" parliament. It was brought forward by Mr.

Allufions ¥ I received yefterday a letter from Pym, by which he
to Pym in “ fends me word that he fears Iam offended with him, becaufe
Queen’s ¢ he has not had a letter from me for a long time. I beg you
letters. ¢ tell him that that is not the cafe, and that I am as much
‘¢ his friend as ever, but I have {fo much bufinefs, that I have
‘¢ not been able to write by exprefles, and by the poft it is not
¢ fafe.”” So wrote Henrietta Maria to her hufband the
King; and the intention of courfe was to damage Pym, if

peflible, bya}_etﬂlng ‘l;ucl} expref\iong, iM :
|¥em|an, cafually be feen. in ays, in another
gt{;',?,?g(s etter: ** As to the thirty thoufax%; pieces whyich Pym fends
him into ‘¢ me word have been promifed a long time ago, and not fent,
fufpicion. | you will alfo be fhown how they have been employed moft
¢ ufefully for your fervice”’ Again, artfully naming him
with a known agent and minifter of Charles: ¢ I have fo
“ much bufinefs that I have not leifure to write to Pym nor
“ to Culpeper. Remember me to them, and tell them I am
“ returned to England as much their friend as when I
* left, &c.”” The fubje& of Pym’s extraordinary popularitz(,
Caufes J and its caufes, is treated in more detail in my Arref of ¢
of his Five Members, § v, but I will here fubjoin the ftriking tefti-
opu- mony borne by Covenanter Baillie to the qualities which had
rznty. fingled out this great man for thofe onerous duties of leader-
fhip under which he fank exhaufted in the fecond year of the
war. Baillie is writing to his friend Spang on the roth
Tribute | Augult, 1644: “Since died, not a State Head among#t
by Cove-§ . them : many very and able {pirits, but not any of fo
nznt er ] greatand comprehenfive a braine, as to manage the multi-
Baillie. | . tude of fo welihﬁe affaires as lyes on them, If God did
% not fit at their helme, for any good guiding of theirs long
‘¢ ere this they had been gone.)” Fournals, ii. 216,
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Robert Goodwin, the member for Eaft Grin-

ftead, in a fpeech levelled at the new party in

the Houfe. He dilated on the difafters under- againtt
gone from former advifers and minifters of ap;‘g;‘t_

the Sovereign ; and argued that all they had ments

gained would now be loft, if they could not tooffice.
uard againft poffible’dangers from new coun-

Fellors as unworthy, and who might perhaps
become as powerful, as the old. The matter

was debated on both fides with vehemence,

and Mr. William Strode,* who fat for Beer-

* What Clarendon fays of Strode, that he was ¢ one of Claren-

¢¢ thofe ephori who moft avowed the curbing and fupprefling don’s
 of Majefty ”’ (i. 253), and further (ii. 23), that he was g¢rackon
“ one of the fierceft men of the party, and of the party only S¢rode:
¢ for his fiercenefs,” is coloured always by ftrong perfonal dif-
like, but it had probably fome foundation. Only he forgets
to ftate that Strode hai precifely the fame claims to popular
fympathy and confidence of which he does not withhold the
credit from other leading men, in fo far as fuch might fairly
reft on former fufferings, and long imprifonments, for inde-
pendent condu& in preceding parliaments. And indeed,
confidering the ftrong claim which, in every other cafe, fuch
fufferings conftituted—the title which the mere faé of having
fo fuffered gave, to popularity out of the Houfe, to authority
within it, and to continued diflike and jealoufy from the
Court—it is perfectly inexplicable to me that Clarendon, in not ap-
remarking on the arreft of the five members, fhould bring plicable to
himfelf to talk of a man who had fat in the laft two Parlia- Strode of
ments of James and in all the Parliaments of Charles, who James’s
had been a foremoft ator in the great {cene of the diffolution reign.
of the Third Parliament, and who for his fpirited and manly
conduét that day had fuffered perfecution and long imprifon-
ment, as he {peaks of Strode. After obferving that three of
the five members impeached were really di&inﬁlilhed men, he
adds (vol. ii. 161), ¢ Sir Arthur Hafelrig and Mr. Strode were
¢t perfons of too low an account and efteem ; and though
¢¢ their virulence and malice was as confpicuous and tranfcen-
‘“ dent as any man’s, yet their reputation, and intereft to do
‘“ any mifchief, otherwife than in concurring in it, was fo
‘¢ fmall, that they gained credit and authority by being
¢ joined with the reft, who had indeed a great influence.”

I had written thus far when it occurred to me to make Probable
further inquiry, and the refult is a convition to my mind confufion
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alfton, appears to have given the member for

that the Strode of the Parliaments of James and the early
Parliaments of Charles, and the Strode of the Long Parlia-
ment, in whofe identity every hiftorian and writer upon thefe
times, fo faras I am aware, has hitherto implicitly believed, and
by whom, as one and the fame fpeaker, a large place is filled in
both Editions of the Parliamentary Hiftory, were two diftin&t
erfons. That fo extraordinary a miftake fhould have
&ﬂeﬂ to a perfon whom the King’s fatal attempt was calcu.
lated to render notorious, may ferve to thow, among other
things, how much has yet to be learned refpecting the incidents
and a&ors in thefe momentous times. The proof as to Strode
confifts in the fa&t of repeated references to him as a young
man, in the manufcript reports of the proceedings of the
houfe which I have had before me while writing. Ruthworth
had already drily noticed (Collefions, Part iii. Vol. 1. 477)
his obftinacy in refufing, when the King’s intention was
made known, to leave the houfe with the other members,
until his ancient acquaintance Sir Walter Earle forced him
out: but I fubjoin an ampler account of the fcene, until now
unpublifhed, which is interefting in itfelf, and appears decifive
as to the miftake hitherto made, ¢ But Mr. William Strode,
¢ the laft of the five, being a young man and unmarried,
¢ could not be perfuaded by his frienﬁs for a pretty while to
¢ go out ; but faid that knowing himfelf to be innocent, he
¢ would ftay in the houfe, though he fealed his innocency
‘ with his blood at the door: nor had he been at laft over-
‘¢ come by the importunate advice and entreaties of his friends,
* when the van or fore-front of thofe ruffians marched into

“ Weftmian‘ Hall. Nay, when ﬁﬁmml
“ Wy e fal r. Strode, Sir Walter Earle, his entire

¢ friend, was fain to take him by the cloak, and pull him
‘¢ out of his place, and fo get him out of the houfe”’ From
the fact of his reprefenting Beeralfton, and of the conneétion
between the family of the elder Strode and Sir Walter Earle,
young Strode was in all probability the fon; but both the
Editions of the Parliamentary Hiftory, and all other bio-
graphies and hiftories relating to him, beginning with the
very pofitive account in the Second Impreffion of the Athene
Oxomenfes (iii. 176-8, Edit. 1817), muft now be altered, if
what I have here advanced be correét.

[The difpute of Strode’s identity was reftated, and the view
here expreffed further enforced, in my Arreff of the Five
Members, § xxi, in reply to fome remarks which the prefent
note had elicited in a very able book (Iluffrations of the Great
Rebellion, by Mr. Langton Sanford) publithed after my
"fays. But, in now leaving as it ftands this curious hiftoric
doubt, I am bound frankly to fay that the counter teftimony
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Saltath, Mr. Edward Hyde *, fome advantage, strode’s
by the unufual violence of tone with which he violence.
broadly infifted on the right of the Houfe to
a negative voice in placing great officers of
ftate. I think moft he faid was premedi-
“ tated,” fays a member who was prefent;
 but it was fo extreme in ftrain, as Mr.
« Hyde did, upon the fudden, confute moft

in favour of identity, though far from decifive, is ftronger favour of
than I fuppofed. A Refolution of the Houfe is reported, vot- identity.
ing a tribute after the death of Strode of the Long Parlia-
ment, which would feem to recognife, not only his attempted
arreft by Charles, but his former fufferings under James. On
the other hand, this vote belongs to a period when a con-
fufion between perfons of the fame family was quite poffible The other
in a refolution having for its objeét to exprefs the public grati- view
tude. And I fubjoin, in further corroboration of doubts ftrength-
which I ftill hold to predominate, an extralt from a private ened :
letter of D’Ewes to his wife defcribing the introduétion of the
Triennial Bill, unqueftionably the aét of the man affociated
afterwards with Hampden and Pym in the King’s attempted
Arreft. ‘¢ My dear Love,”” writes D’Ewes, “I had thought
¢ to have written at large unto you this weeke, but multitude
¢ of bufinefs hinders mee. I heere enclofed fend you a copie
% of an A& of Parliament which was firft brought into the In letter
“ Houle by one Mr. William Stroud, a young man.” Is it to Lady
cenceivable that D' Ewes, one of the moft pun&ilioufly accurate D’Ewes.
of writers, would thus have defcribed a man who had obtained
diftinCtion as a reprefentative of the people before the clofe of
the preceding reign, when D*Ewes himfelf was little more than
a lad from college? And as he thus firft defcribed the Strode
of the Long Parliament, fo, after nearly twelve months had
pafled, we have feen that he continued to defcribe him, 1860.]
* I call him by either name indifcriminately, Hyde or Another
Lord Clarendon, in the courfe of this work ; but he was not Hyde:
the only Hyde who fat in the Long Parliament. There was
a Robert Hyde, alfo a lawyer and a royalift, who fat for Salif-
bury ; commonly called Serjeant Hyde. Robert voted againft
Strafford’s attainder, and has occafionally been miftaken for
Edward in the lift of ¢ Straffordians.” When Edward firft more
received the King’s meffage for an interview before he fet decidedly
forth to Scotland, he affetted to believe the meffenger had Royalift
committed a miftake, and that his royalift namefake was than
intended. Much more likely he, than one who had taken Edward.
fuch part on the other fide! See Lifz, i. 92.
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“of it.” [Eagerly was Mr. Hyde now plying
his chofen office of King’s defender ; but he
doubtlefs found his tatk more difficult after
the interval of a week, during which the
ftartling news had arrived (received in the
Houfe, fays Clarendon, with deep filence and
a kind of confternation) of that rebellion and
moft appalling maffacre by the Irifh papifts,
from fome connivance with whofe abettors the
memory of Charles the Firft has never yet
been cleared. Pym then faw /Ais advantage.
He put the matter of evil counfellors in a
more practical form, and brought fuddenly
into open clafh and collifion the two parties
into which the Houfe had become divided.
And the fame great name of Strafford which
had formerly united them, re-appeared now
but as the ﬁ%nal to fhow how completely they

were riven afunder.

§ 1x. Tue NEw ParTy anp THE OLD.

On Friday, the sth of November, upon
the queftion of the fupply neceffary for the
forces to be fent into Ireland, and whether or
not affiftance fhould be afked from the Scotch,
Pym arofe, and after remarking that no man
thould be readier or more forward than himfelf
to engage his eftate, his perfon, his life, for
the fuppreffion of this rebellion in Ireland,
there was yet another queftion alfo to be con-
fidered. All that they there did would be
vain, as long as the King gave ear to the coun-
fellors about him. His Majefty muft be told,
{aid the member for Taviftock, that Parliament
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here finds evil counfels to have been the caufe

of all thefe troublesin Ireland ; and that unlefs

the Sovereign will be pleafed to free himfelf

from fuch, and take only counfellors whom

the kingdom can confide in, Parliament will Excite-
hold itfelf abfolved from giving afliftance in Jentin
the matter. * Well moved! Well moved I" ~°"
cried many members; and ¢ divers,” fays
D’Ewes, “would have had it fpeedily affented
‘““unto, but Mr. Hyde ftood up, and firft

‘ oppofed it, and faid, amongft other things,

‘“ that by fuch an addition we fhould as it

‘“ were menace the King.” Upon this hint Edmund
up fprang fuddenly the member for St. Ives, r‘:‘;‘,‘lyl_“’ s
Mr. Edmund Waller, coufin to Hampden and

to Cromwell, yet one of Hyde’s moft eager
recruits, nor more defpifed for his abje&,
veering, vacillating fpirit, than he was popular

for his wit, vivacity, and genius.* Thefe he

had now placed entirely at the King’s difpofal.

He begged the Houfe to obferve what Mr. Compares
Pym had juft faid, and to remember what for- gYmte,
merly had been faid by the Earl of Strafford. '
Where in effe@ was the difference between

fuch counfel to a King, as that he was abfolved

from all laws of government, on Parliament

¢ ¢ He had a graceful way of fpeaking; and by thinking Value of
““much upon feveral arguments, he feemed often to fpea prepara-
¢ upon the fudden, when the occafion had only adminiftered tion in
“the opportunity of faying what he had thoroughly con- oratory.
¢ ﬁdereg, which gave a great luftre to all he faid ; which yet
*¢ was rather of delight than weight. There needs no more
“ be faid to extol the excellence and power of his wit, and
<t pleafantnefs of his converfation, than that it was of magni-
¢ tude enough to cover a world of very great faults ; that is,
¢ {o to cover them, that they were not taken notice of to his
‘* reproach.” Clarendon, Life, i. 54-
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refufing his unjuft demands; and fuch advice

to a Parliament, as that it fhould hold itfelf
abfolved from affifting the State, on the King’s
non-compliance with demands perhaps not

ore juft? The too ingenious fpeaker was

Pym rifes 0Ot permitted to fay more. Pym rofe imme-
toorder. [diately and fpoke to order, If the advice he
ad given were indeed of the fame nature as

rd Strafford’s, then he deferved the like
unithment; and he craved, therefore, the

uftice of the Houfe, either to be fubmitted to

its cenfure, or that the gentleman who {poke

laft be compelled to make reparation. Many

Cries for and loud were the cries for Waller which fol-
Waller.  Jowed this grave and dignified rebuke; but a
ftrong party fupported him in his refufal to give

other thanfuch modified explanation as he at firft
tendered, and it was not until after long debate

that he was ordered into the committee cham-

ber, and had to make fubmiffion in the required

Repara- | terms. It was near five o'clock on that
tion, November evening, when Mr. Waller « pub-
maces ]« lickly afked pardon of the Houfe and Mr.

«“ Pym.” *
Com- * All, until now, revealed of this affair, is contained in the
mons’ fubjoined entry from the Commons’ Journals (ii. 306), under

Journals: head of Friday, sth Nov. 1641:
sth Nov. ¢¢ Exceptions were taken at words fpoken by Mr. Waller,
¢ which refleéted upon Mr. Pym in a high way: for which
¢ he was commanded to withdraw.
¢ And he being withdrawn, the Bufinefs was a while de-
¢ bated : And then he was commanded to return to his place.
¢ And then the Speaker told him, that the Houfe held it
¢ fit, that, in his place, he fhould acknowledge his offence
¢¢ given by his words, both to the Houfe in general, and Mr.
¢ gx in particular,
Waller's ;; Wl::c he did ingenuoufly, and exprefled his forrow
r it.
apology. The fpecial caufe of offence is now firlt made known.
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But the Houfe, or Mr. Pym, was little now
to Mr. Waller and his friends, in comparifon
with their new and late-found allegiance to the
other mafter whom till now they had deter-
minedly oppofed. So quick and complete the Dramatic
change, it was as the fhifting of a fcene upon changes:
the ftage. The men who had always been
courtiers were feen fuddenly depofed from
what importance they had, and an entirely new
fet of charatters promptly filled their place.
“I may not forbear to let your Majefty reported
¢ know,” writes Nicholas immediately before ;&‘;‘e_
the fcene juft named, and defcribing the de-
bates which led to it, ¢ that the Lord Falkland,
“ Sir John Strangways, Mr. Waller, Mr.
¢ Edward Hyde, and Mr. Holborne, and
“ divers others, ftood as champions in mainte-
‘“ nance of your prerogative, and fhowed for
“ it unanfwerable reafon and undeniable prece-
“ dents, whereof your Majefty fhall do well
“ to take fome notice, as your Majefty fhall
“ think beft, for their encouragement.” Eagerly Royal
did the King refpond, that his good Nicholas :;‘::f’:;
was commanded to do fo much at-once in his"
name, and to tell thofe worthy gentlemen that
he would do it himfelf at his return. The
Secretary was ill when that meflage reached
him, but it was not a matter that admitted of
delay. Hyde was fent for to King Street, Hyde fent

where Nicholas lived; was fhown up to his 1),

icholas.
bed-room, in which he lay very fick; and the °
bufinefs was wholly, Mr. Hyde informs us
with a modeft fatisfaltion, ¢“to fhow Mr.
¢ Hydealetter from the King to Mr. Nicholas,
¢ in which hewrit to him, that he underftood,

(V]
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“ by feveral hands, that he was very much
¢ beholden to Mr. Hyde for the great zeal
¢ he fhowed to his fervice; and therefore
‘¢ commanded him to fpeak with him, and to
« let him know the fenfe he had of it; and
¢ that when he returned, he would let him
« know it himfelf.”* Through Mr. Hyde
pafled doubtlefs feveral fimilar meflages, and
thereupon clofely had followed Mr. Waller’s
affault on Mr. Pym, and the rebuke at

Weftminfter winning him frefh favour at

Whitehall.

Each incident that had manifefted thus, how-
ever, the {pirit and purpofe of the new oppofi-
tion, ferved only to knit more clofely what was
left of the old liberal phalanx. No word was
breathed of any kind of conceflion. Their
fpeech had not been more decifive, or their
a&ion more vigorous, while Strafford ftood at
bay. Broken as were their ranks, their majo-

{rity was fufficient and decifive ; and they had

a fupreme force in referve to which they were
about to appeal, Wherever Hyde and his
friends, therefore, might be expeced to
mufter ftrongeft, there they ftruck ever them-

felves the firft, and ftill the heavieft.

Before the recefs, thirteen bifhops had been
impeached for an attempt to override the law
by afferting a legiflative authority in new
Canons which they claimed to impofe; after
the Houfe again met, as we have feen, a bill
had been introduced for taking away their

votes in the upper Houfe ; fubfequently there -

* Life and Continuation, i, 94 (Ed. 1827).
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had been feveral fharfp debates on a propofal
r

to fequefter them from giving votes on
the difabling bill, becaufe they fhould not
thereby be at once parties and judges: yet
this was the time fele@ed by Charles for
refling with chara&eriftic vehemence the ig-
W of whom four
at 1n the Convocation which impofed the
difputed Canons! In writing to Edinburgh, propofal
Nicholas had been careful to recount the furprife > make
he heard exprefled that any man fhould move gpes,
‘his Majefty for making of bifhops in thofe
times, to which his Majefty wrote inftantly,
back that on no account was there to be any
delay ; and at the very moment thefe letters
were thus interchanged, Mr. Oliver Cromwell rom-
had carried in the Commons, by a majority of [ neer
eighteen, a motion for a conference with thefmotion.
Lords to ftay the inveftiture. ¢ This bufi-
¢ nefs,” fays D’Ewes, ¢ was debated with as
‘¢ great earneftnefs almoft as I ever faw in the
¢ Houfe.”
The earneftnefs had certainly not abated a
few days later, when, the time limited for
pleading to the impeachment having arrived,
the impeached bifhops were to put in their Bimops
anfwer ; and a demurrer was entered on their demurrer
behalf fo fkilfully drawn up, that the curiofity
was great to afcertain its author. It came on
for difcuffion in the Houfe; and the one of
Hampden’s counfel who had argued with moft
confummate ability againft fhip-money, and
who had not heretofore been very friendly to
bithops, Mr. Holborne, member for St. gdb::‘s‘
Michael’s, and of late entirely leagued with bifhops.
o2
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Hyde, got up to fupport it. Hereupon Sir
Simonds D’Ewes, that wealthy and refpetted
country gentleman and colle&or of prece-
dents and records, who now fat for Sudbury,

- ex-high-fheriff of Suffolk but formerly ftu-

D’Ewes
replies to
Holborne:

raifing
]augh
agamﬁ

him,

Begin-
ning of
the end.

dent and barrifter of the Middle Temple,
made a lucky hit. He complimented his
learned friend ; recalled the days when they
ufed to meet at mootes in Lincoln’s Inn, and
admitted that, of all men, he was wont to get
deepeft into the points of a cafe; but, truly,
he had this day fo ftrongly maintained the
plea and demurrer of the bifhops, that he
could not have performed it more exadtly if
he himfelf had drawn the fame. Something
here perhaps in Holborne’s manner betrayed
him, but a loud laugh burft forth which was
kept up fome time. < All the Houfe laughed
 fo long,” fays D’Ewes, ¢“as I was fain to
‘¢ remain filent a good while; for I believe
‘“ many in the Houfe did fufpe&, as well as
¢ myfelf, that either the faid Mr. Holborne
¢ had wholly drawn them, or at leaft had
« given his affiftance therein.” It was quite
true; but the great fhip-money lawyer took
little for his pains in having thus come to the
refcue. Upon the fuccefs of the demurrer,
Pym headed a conference with the Lords; de-
manded, in the name of the Commons, that
the votes of the bifhops fhould be fufpended
until the fate of the bill under difcuffion was
decided ; and fo began the confli® with the
Right Reverend Bench which ended in their
committal to the Tower.

In like manner it fared with the two other
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queftions, control of his Army and choice of his
Counfellors, on which the King was himfelf
moft fenfitive, and his friends in the Houfe
moft bufy and eager. Every move they made Moves
was outmoved. Vehement as were the excite- 20d
ments, and grave the dangers, of the Irith s
Rebellion, of the doubtful allegiance of the
force under arms in England, and of the
attempts in Scotland againft Argyle and the
Hamiltons, Pym feized and turned to inftant
advantage, as already we have feen on one
fubject, the equivocal pofition regarding all in
which ill counfels had placed the King.

At the fame time, being far the moft praci- Prudence
cal man in the Houfe, he never infifted upon z‘t‘;? -
any propofition, however in itfelf defirable, Pym.
which carried with it the danger of dividing
his party;* fetting himfelf to difcover, in all
fuch cafes, a lefs objectionable mode of effe@ing
the fame obje&; and Oliver St. John, who con-
tinued to hold the office of Solicitor-General,
having pointed out the ill confequence, to many
members, of fuch a refolution as that objeced
to by Waller, abfolving the Houfe under any
conditions from its neceffary engagement to Gives
aflit in reducing the Irifh Rebellion, Pym at ;’fe& to
once recaft his refolution, and brought it for- oEEcto™
ward in its new form on the 8th of November. John.
Subftantially it was the fame as at firft ; but fo
exprefled, that while it met the objection of
St. John, it alfo met with greater dire&nefs
what was known to be the purpofe of the
King. Affuming that his Majefty fhould not Pofition

*® See other illuftrations of this in my Arref of the Five
Members, § xxiii.
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of Houfe be gracioufly pleafed to difmifs his evil coun-

Rt fellors, it declared that, while the Houfe would

neverthelefs continue in the obedience and

loyalty due by the laws of ‘God and the king-

dom, yet they would take fuch a courfe for

the fecuring of Ireland as might .likewife fecure

themfelves. <1 hope this ill news of Ireland,”

Charles had curtly written to Nicholas, in the

midft of the fudden public horror at that appal-

Hope of ling news, I hope this ill news of Ireland may

the King ¢ hinder fome of thefe follies in England!”

hereon- . Small chance of fuch hope finding realization if

a refolution worded like Pym’s might pafs the

Houfe! Charles would have ufed the neceflity

for an armed force {o as to dire& it againft Eng-

Baffled by lith as well as Irith ¢follies.” Pym faw what was
Pym.  meant, and rendered the fcheme impoffible.

Orlando Bridgman led the oppofition, and

after a long and fierce debate Pym’s refolution

pafled by a majority of 151 to 110. Then,

at a conference with the Lords the following

day, every ftep to which had been hotly con-

tefted in the Commons, he obtained their

confent to the introduion of a fimilar claufe

againft evil counfellors into the inftructions

for requefting help from the Scotch Parliament

for fuppreflion of the Irifh Rebellion; and

Speech ! this after a fpeech confummate in its power

tothe  and effe@, and remarkable for the fubtlety of

againt  its argument againft the Roman Catholic

evil coun- religion as in its full indulgence incompatible

with the exiftence in a State, not only of any

other form of religion, but of any form what-

ever of political government and freedom. It

is alfo a fact full of fignificance that on the
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fame day when the refolution embodied in this Refolu-
claufe had paffed the lower Houfe by a majority tion |
of forty-one, and the conference with the Lords P
was obtained, which was only two days later

than that of the fierce refiftance of Hyde,
Culpeper, and Falkland, and of Waller’s high-

flying parallel between Strafford and Pym, 1
difcover that ¢ Mr. Cromwell” moved and

carried an addition to the fubje&s for con-
ference: ¢ that we fhould defire the Lords that A motion
¢¢ an Ordinance of Parliament might pafs to "Yo?n'::l‘i
¢ give the Earl of Effex power to aflemble, at )
¢ all times, the trained bands of the kingdom on

< this fide Trent, for the defence thereof, till

¢¢ further orders therein taken by the Houfes.”

Therein lay the ominous germ and begin- Germ

ning of the vi&orious army og the parliament ! f the_
Such power as Cromwell thus obtained for mentary
Effex, during the pleafure and under the autho- Amy-
rity of Parliament, the King had given him
before his departure, witha limit of its duration
to the period of his abfence in Scotland. But

even more pregnant of difafter to the King’s
defigns than the power thus invefted in the moft
popular member of the Houfe of Lords, was the
chara@er of the authority by which the right fo | .

to give or to withhold fuch power was aflumed.

Then for the firft time had appeared the ill- Ominous
boding claim of authority for an Ordinance of S P**
both Houfes in the abfence of the King.
Nicholas haftened to inform the King of the
portent. A great lord had obje&ed, he faid,
and exprefled doubts whether men might be
raifed without warrant under the Great Seal;
whereupon, this doubt being made known in
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the Commons’ Houfe, it had been declared that
an Ordinance of both Houfes was a fufficient
warrant for levying of volunteers by beating
of the drum, *“and an entry of fuch their:
¢ declaration was accordingly made in the
 Regifter of that houfe.” The letter of
Nicholas is dated the roth November, only
two days later than Cromwell’s refolution.
Meanwhile, however, the Queen appears to
have fent, upon this all important point, even
earlier tidings to the King; for, in a letter
dated the 12th November, only two days later
than the communication to Nicholas, fhe thus
writes to him : ¢ fend you a letter for Milord
¢¢ Keeper, that the King did fend to me to
¢¢ deliver if I thought it fit. The fubjeéi of it is
‘¢ to make a Declaration againft the Orders of
¢ Parliament which are made without the King.
‘¢ If you believe a fit time give it him, if not
“you may keep it till I fee you.” In the
fame letter fhe tells Nicholas that the King
will certainly be in London by the 20th of the
month, and that he is therefore to advertife
the Lord Mayor of London of the fa&.
The chief magiftrate was duly informed, and
haftened to make good ufe of the time fo given
him : but the leaders of the Commons had
already made provifion for turning to ftill
better ufe the opportunity afforded by the
time.

§ x. Conrrict Becuw.

In the afternoon of the fame Monday the
8th of November when Pym’s modified
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refolution againft evil counfels paffed, the rough

¢ Declaration and Remonftrance” was fub- draft of
mitted in its firft rough draft for difcuffion by fomer-
the Houfe. Never before was prefented to it, fubmitted.

never fince has 1t received, fuch a State Pa

as that '—Immediately upommlﬁfgg;
it was read at the clerk’s table; whereupon
feveral notices of motions for additions and
amendments were given, and order was taken
for commencing the difcuffion upon its feveral
claufes, feriatim, on the following morning at
nine o’clock.

The chara&er of the impreflion at once Nicholas
made by it will be inferred from the inflant {0
communication of Secretary Nicholas to the
King. On the evening of the fame day, he
wrote off to Scotland that there had been that
afternoon brought into the Commons’ houfe,
and there read, a Declaration of the State of
Affairs of the kingdom, which related all the
mifgovernment and all the unpleafing things
that had been done by ill counfels (‘“as they
¢call it”) fince the third year of the reign
until now. The further confideration of it
was to be had the next day in the Houfe ; and Mr.Secre-
fo much was it likely to reflet to the prejudice frop)..
of his Majefty’s Government, that Mr. Secre-
tary “ troubled ”’ to think what might be the
iffue if his Majefty came not inftantly away
from Edinburgh. Every line in the letter
fhowed the fore perplexity the writer was in.

He could not poffibly account for this Remon-
ftrance fatisfaiorily as a party demonftration.
“ Surely if there had been in this,” he fays,
“ nothing but an intention to have juftified K';ﬁg:s
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¢ the proceedings of this Parliament, they {
¢ would not have begun fo high.” He en-
treated the King to burn his letter, or he,
Nicholas, might be loft; and at its clofe he
again made urgent and anxious reprefentation
to his Majefty, that he could not poffibly fo
much prejudice himfelf by at once leaving
Edinburgh and all things there unfinithed, as
by delaying his return to London even one
day. The King’s anfwer, avoiding the queftion
of the immediate return, as to which he had
already communicated with the Queen, was
not lefs urgent. “You muft needs fpeak with
“ fuch of my fervants that you may beft truft,
“ in my name, that by all means pofible this
« Declaration may be flopped.”

Alas! this was not by any means poffible.
All that could now be done, by earneft recruit-
ing for the royal fervice, was to aroufe and
league firmly together, in defperate oppofition
to the Remonftrance and its authors, a band
of members of the lower Houfe, even more
fierce and only lefs determined than the other
indiffoluble league already pledged to fupport
it, and bent upon carrying it to the people.
And fo the ftruggle began.

§ xr. THe OpeNiNg DeBaTes: gTH,
I0TH, 12TH, 1§TH, AND 16TH NoVEM-
BER.

On Tuefday, the gth of November, the
firft debate was taken. The hour appointed
for it was nine o'clock, but it did not begin till
about twelve o’clock, and it continued until a
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late hour. The order of procedure was firft
fettled. The Declaration was to be read claufe

by claufe ; every member was to fpeak to each
claufe, if he would ; and if any fpoke to have Procedure
the claufe amended, and that the Houfe gave fettled.
leave, then it was to be amended, and the
claufe with the amendments put to the quef-

tion. Cromwell and Strode were among thofe

who moved the firft amendments. At this

firft fitting alfo, Bulftrode Whitelocke, who Movers
fat for Marlow, Serjeant Wylde, the member ‘}fmm i
for Worcefterthire, Mr. Henry Smith, the ments,
member for Leicefterfhire and afterwards one

of the King’s judges, Sir John Clotworthy,

who fat for Malden, Mr. Wingate, the member

for St. Albans, and Mr. Geoffrey Palmer, the
member for Stamford, and formerly one of the
managers of Strafford’s impeachment, moved

and carried infertions and additions; all of
them, with exception of the laft, defigned to

make it more ftringent and fevere in tone.

On the following day, Nicholas reported as Report of
ufual to the King. A fourth part had been g‘%?;“
gone through, comprifing nearly fifty claufes; " &
and the reft of it, Mr. Secretary had learnt,

was to be voted in the fame way, as faft as
might be ; after which it was to be tranfmitted ]
ftraightway to the Lords. The latter informa- f“g"
tion was inaccurate; but the King’s inftant ¢hereon,
order to aét upon it, though deftined to be of

no avail as to the upper Houfe, was a new
incentive to a&ivity in the lower. Com-

“ mand the Lord Keeper in my name,” he
wrote,  that he warn all my fervants to oppofe

¢¢ it in the Lords’ houfe.”
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Second On Wednefday, the 1oth of November,
Debate: fays a member who took part in the debate,
" ¢ we proceeded with the Remonftrance where
‘“ we left off yefterday.”” Infertions and addi-
tions were again made, among them one
having reference to flavith do¢trines againft the
fubje@’s property in his eftate, very generally
preached from pulpits before the King ; and a
peremptory order, iffued at this fitting, to the
No copies effe@ that the clerk fhould on no account give
gl’; out, OUt copies of the Declaration until the Houfe
had fully perfe&ed it, may ferve to fhow
how intereft was gathering around it from day

to day.
11thNov. Th); Irith Rebellion, and provifion for the
gg“og:‘ b levies and expenditure it had fuddenly rendered
neceffary, occupied the Houfe fo inceffantly
during the fitting of the 1 1th of November, that
the order for refuming the Remonftrance had
to be laid afide; but a remarkable allufion was
thrown out in reference to it, by Strode, in the
courfe of the debate on the raifing money for
fupply of his Majefty’s wants in Ireland. He
fpoke of the diffatisfa&ion of the Ecople, and
of the injuftice of laying further burdens on
Deftina- them, until fomething were done to reaffure
tion of them under their prefent fears and mifgivings,
france . and to give them hope that what with fo much
avowed: toil and facrifice had been lately gained was
not again to be completely loft.  <Sir,” faid
the member for Beeralfton, ¢ I move againft
¢¢ the order of the committee that we fhould
¢ not admit of the giving of money till the
togoto Remonftrance be paffed this Houfe, and gone
thepeople,  into the country to fatisfy them.” This at
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any rate was plain fpeaking.* Thus early in

the debates, the defire and the defign of the
promoters of the Remonftrance were frankly
avowed. It was to be to them fome guar-

antee that the army about to be raifed for the To be
fuppreffion of Irith rebellion, fhould not here- printed
after be ufed for the fuppreffion of Englith culated.
liberty. It was to be printed and circulated
among the people.

That was on Thur{day, the 1 1th of Novem- Third
ber. On the day following, the Remontrance Dot
was proceeded with, and every ‘Part fo obfti-
nately difputed, that the Houfe fat far into
that November afternoon. A motion for
rifing having been refifted fuccefsfully, another
member moved that candles thould be brought. Motion
This was a proceeding as yet very rarely fﬁ:& can-
reforted to; it having been only during the
proceedings on the Attainder of Strafford that
the order of the Houfe had been fo far relaxed
as to admit of new motions made, except with
fpecial 'permiffion, after noon.t ¢ Sir,” faid

® Strode feems to have had the habit of blurtinF out in Strode’s
words, in a fudden impulfive way, what the more referved of manner of
the party more prudently were content to leave as matter of fpeech.
inference from tﬁeir adts. As to the queftion of difbanding
the Scotch army, for inftance, he frankly avowed: ¢« We
¢ cannot yet fpare the Scotch. The fons of Zeruiah are too
¢ ftrong for us ;" for which, being called to order, the Houfe
refufed to exaét any apology. (Journals, Feb. 6, 1640-1.)
What he thus openly declared had till then (according to
May, lib. i. cap. viii.) been afferted principally by the ill- Ayowal
affeéted, who not only in difcourfe but written libels taxed the ;4 ¢,
Parliament with it, imputing it to them as a crime of t00 geoech
much diftruft of the King, and accufing them of having kept army.
up a foreign army to_overawe their own Prince.

t1 ﬁnf, from the D’ Ewes manufcript before me, that on the
4th December 1640, on the motion of Strode, an order was
made that ¢ every one upon coming into the Houfe who did
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the advocate for candles, who was no other
than D’Ewes himfelf, ¢ we have now been
¢ fitting in the houfe near upon feven hours”
(the ordinary hour of meeting was eight o’clock
in the morning, but of late, in confequence
of the prolonged fittings, the hour had been
generally nine, fometimes even ten o’clock),
¢« and we do not now think fit to rife, but
“we will ftill fit. I defire that we may fit
¢ according to the ancient ufe of parliaments,
¢¢ having the ufe as well of our eyes as of our
¢ ears; and that lights may be brought in.”
On this very day, Nicholas had written fome-
what more hopefully to the King that the
Houfe had been the day before fo employed
about Irith affairs, that they meddled not with
their Declaration: but after a very few days
he has, lefs eagerly, to report that they have
been making up for loft time. ¢The Houfe
¢ of Commons,” he wrote, ¢ haftens by all
“ means the finithing of the Declaration ‘or
¢ Remonftrance; and for the more f{peedy
¢ expediting of it, they have at the committee

 not take his place, or did, after taking his place, talk fo
*¢ loud as to interrupt the bufine(s of the Houfe from being
“¢ heard, fhould pay a fhilling fine, to be divided between the
¢ ferjeant and the poor.” And to this order, on the motion
of Sir John Strangways, the member for Weymouth, it was
added ‘¢ that after twelve o’clock no new bufinefs be entered
¢ into, or moved, without the leave of the Houfe.” More
formally it was refolved a few days later, upon the motion of
Sir Walter Earle, the other member for outh, ¢ that
¢ the ancient order of the Houfe be obferved : namely, that
¢ no bills be read the fecond time but between the hours of
¢ nine and twelve.” To which it was added, at the fuggeftion
of Mr. Speaker (Lenthal), that all bills might be read a firft
time, early in thc morning. For further notices of fuch orders
and modes of proceeding in the Houfe, fee Arreft of Five
Members, § xxii1.
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¢ paffed by many particulars to avoid the
¢¢ delay of long debates.”

In thofe few words were alfo exprefled the Tenacity
fteady perfeverance and tenacity of what was g;;‘éy,s
truly to be called His Majefty’s Oppofition, oppofi-
Every inch of the ground was fo contefted, ton
indeed, that only the moft watchful and refo-
lute determination could avail to maintain any
part of it unimpaired; and all the forms of
the Houfe were exhaufted in pretences for
delay. The whole of the fitting of Monday, Fourth
the 15th of November, was taken up with the ?s‘t}:}f‘%v
difcuffion of the fingle claufe which ultimately )
ftood as the hundreg and ninetieth, In this,
adverting to the charges brought by the ill-
affeCted party againft the leaders of the Houfe
of Commons, it was affirmed, in contradi&ion
of thofe charges, that not the meddling of the
Commons with the power of epifcopacy, but

the m%'h% lmd n%mh ﬁrem%P? introduced As to
into the Churc command of the biho s‘;:‘vl:::ﬁ;;
T wrere Theceles why Teftaries ud s
Conventidles abounded in Engfand, and why
Englifhmen, feeking liberty of wortfhip, had

been driven into exile. A debate of extra-
ordinary vehemence arofe upon this word
command. It was led by Sir Edward Der- Speech by
ing, the member for Kent,* who but aDering:

* Poor Sir Edward Dering got himfelf only laughed at for
his painsin going fuddenly over to Hyde’s party on this and the
other queftion of the Bifhops. He loft his feat in the Houfe
fhortlyafter, and failed to obtain any ftanding with the Royalifts.
Yet he feems to have been an eloquent and on the whole a well- Derin
meaning man,and hardly to have deferved the fneers of Claren- fnee
don; who in his Hiffory (i. 416) chara&erifes him as a man of at by
levity and vanity, eaﬁl{ attered by being commended ; and Claren-
goes fo far as to affert that his “ greateft motive” in moving the don.
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little while before had moved the reading of
a bill for extirpating bifhops, deans, and chap-
ters; and it was fupported by Lord Falkland,
who, on the 8th of the preceding February,
lf"ﬂ:; had diftinétly charged the bifhops with having
former  deftroyed unity under pretence of unifor-
attack on mity, with having brought in fuperftition and
Bilhops  (candal under the titles of reverence and
decency, with having defiled the Church by
adorning the churches, and deftroyed of the
gofpel as much as they could without bringing
themfelves into danger of being deftroyed by
the law. With a pettifogging worthier of Hyde
an of himfelf, Falkland now joined Dering
in afking where proof was to be found that
preent Jthe bithops had iffued any ¢ command ” for
vehement Jthe introduction of idolatry. Who hath read
defence. fthis command? they afked. ¢ Who hath
“ heard it? Who hath feen this commanded
¢ idolatry?” The day clofed while yet the
debate had not; an order being made that
the Remonftrance fhould be refumed the next
day at ten o'clock, and that meanwhile the
claufe which had then been debated fo much,
thould be recommitted to the committee that
originally drafted it, to prepare it in fuch a
manner as might be agreeable to the fenfe ot

the Houfe. .
Fifth On Tuefday, the 16th, the debate was re-
Debate: ] fumed accordingly ; but the obnoxious word
remained in the claufe as “again 1ntroduced,

trenchant bill againft the Bithops, was that he might have the
opportunity of applying the two lines from Ovid,

Cun&a prius tentanda, fed immedicabile vulnus
Enfe recidendum cft, ne pars fincera trahatur!
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and after further hot debate, the queftion of
whether it fhould ftand pafled to a divifion.

It was carried in the affirmative by a majority Claue
of 25, Sir Thomas Barrington, the member g7inf
for Colchefter, and Sir Martin Lumley, the carried,
member for Effex, being tellers for the 124

ayes, and Sir Edward Dering, with Sir Hugh
Cholmley, the member for Scarborough, for

the g9 noes. The difcuffion on this day again
occupied nearly all the fitting, and was only at

laft clofed by the compromife of laying afide Compro-
fome claufes in which exception had been taken ’,’_‘;{;’:y”
to parts of the Liturgy as favouring of fuper-
ftition. Other changes, comprifing fome addi-

tions, were alfo aﬂgented to; and thefe, with

the Declaration as amended thus far, were
referred to ¢ the fame committee that was

< appointed for penning of it, and they are to

“¢ bring it back to the Houfe with all convenient

¢ fpeed.” A further conceffion to the Oppofi- Conce-
tion was at the fame time made, in the addition fo" t

. Oppofi-
to that committee of the names of Culpeper tiot,

and Falkland.

The two following days, Wednefday and Unautho-
Thurfday, the 17th and 18th of November, ;om,re.
~ were filent as to the Remonftrance, but filled
with matters of grave import having a dire&
bearing upon it. Complaints had been made
of unauthorifed and exaggerated accounts fent
abroad of the recent proceedings of the Houfe,
and after debate an order was iffued for peremp-
tory fuppreflion of all prefent printing, ¢ or Suppref-
‘ venting in manufcript,” of the Diurnal Oc- ‘,‘,‘;';,,;’fd :
currences of parliament. The examinations as and Ms.
to the new army plot were alfo completed, the Diumals-

r



210

Refolu-
tion as t
fecond
Army
Plot.

Nicholas's
fear for
theKing.

Progrefs

The Grand Remonfirance.

evidence leaving little doubt as to the defign
having been known to the King; and Pym
moved and carried a refolution, ¢ that, in the
¢ examinations now read unto us, we did con-
¢ ceive there was fufficient evidence for us to
 believe that there was a fecond defign to
¢ bring up the army to om'ﬂxc-a?l%ﬁ:
“ tions of this Houle. at Was the moft
dire& avowal yet made of a confcioufnefs on
the part of the Commons, not merely of what
had taken the King to Scotland, but of what
ftill kept him there. The alarm and difmay it

carried with it, fhowed how unerringly the mark
had been hit.

§ x11. PrEPARATIONS FOR THE FIinaL
Vorte. 19TH Nov. anp 20TH Nov.

On the day after Pym’s refolution had been
paffed, Friday the 19th, Secretary Nicholas
wrote with unconcealed alarm and mifgivi
to his mafter, “The worft in all that buﬁn:{%
¢¢ is, that it refle@s on your Majefty, as if
¢ you had given fome inftruions concerning
¢ the ftirring up the army to petition the
¢¢ Parliament. I hope it will appear that your
¢ Majefty’s intentions were only to retain the
¢¢ army in their duty and dependance on your
¢« Majefty.” After which,in the fame letter, Mr.
Secretary went on to fay, that there had been
nothing done thefe two days by the Commons
touching the Declaration remonftrating the
bad effe@s of ill counfels ; but it was thought

of Remon- that the fame would be finifhed that week.

ftrance
reported.

There were, he added, divers well affected
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fervants of his Majefty in the Houfe who had
continued to oppofe the Remonftrance with Nicholas -
unanfwerable arguments; but it was verily 2f0.
thought that it would pafs notwithftanding,® ©
and that it would be ¢ ordered to be printed ”
without tranfmiffion to the Lords. Upon
which it is to be obferved as beyond queftion,
that manifeftly there was no longer any con-
cealment of the ultimate defign of the leaders
of the Houfe of Commons. Thus early, the
deftination of the Remonftrance was known.
Strode had already, indeed, argued upon
the affumption of its being printed and the defign
diffufed among the people, as a thing to be ™"
admitted; and any fubfequent complaint, there-
fore, of being taken by furprife when the pro-
pofition for the printing was formally made,
could have been but a fheer pretence on the
part of its opponents.

While Nicholas was writing to the King, it Sixth

had been brought back to the Houfe from the g‘t‘}’f}s‘:ﬂ

committee, purfuant to the laft order ; certain
amendments to it had been violently debated,

having reference to portions of the fervice-

book ;* thefe ,ultimately, upon conceffion by

the majority, had been read and affented to,

and certain other verbal alterations made; and , . .
another lengthened debate had given further ments and

delivered in this debate, as reported and prelerved by himfelf.

¢ Why, Sir, at one of your committees I heard it publicly

¢ afferted by one of the committee that fome of our Articles

¢¢ do contain fome things contrary to Holy Scripture . . . I

¢ ftarted with wonder and anger to hear a bold mechanick A bold
¢ tell me that my creed is not my creed. He wondered at\n'{echa-
““ my wonder, and faid, I Aope your worfhip is too awife tomick.
¢ beliewe that which you cdll your creed.” —___;)n

* I fubjoin achara&eriftic paffage from a l;Peech of Derin%;g.l l
e

]
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verbal  opportunity for the ¢ unanfwerable” argu-
changes. ments on the one fide, and the quiet and
refolved anfwers on the other, which had now
occupied the Houfe, with fmall intermiffion,
fince the gth of November. Why fhould you
pafs this unneceffary and unfeafonable Declara-
tion? urged Hyde and his friends once more.
Hyde's It is unneceffary to detail grievances, moft of
urgent  which are already fully redreflfed; and it is
PP®*  unfeafonable to welcome home from Scotland,
with fuch a volume of reproaches, the very
author of that redrefs,and to affail his Majefty
the King for what others have done amifs, and
for what he himfelf hath reformed. We pro-
pofe to pafs it, was the determined anfwer of
Pym's |} Pym and his affociates, becaufe we hold it to
rply: Mbe neceffary for the prefervation and main-
tenance of the conceflions which have fo been
made. We believe ourfelves in danger of
being deprived of all the good a&s we have
gained, if great care and vigilance be not ftill
ufed to difappoint malignant counfels. They
who moft exalt the Frace and bounty of the
King in regard to thofe good a&s, have been
and vindi- moft bufy to pervert the affe@ions of the
cation.  people from ourfelves in regard to the fame
matter. For our own acquittal, therefore, we
would let the kingdom know in what ftate we
found it at our firft convention, what fruit it
hath received by our counfels, wherein we
think the fecurities obtained are not yet fuffi-
cient, and fuch further meafures as in our
confciences we believe to be called for. Be-
A home C3ufe, though the prime evil counfellors have
thrut,  been removed, there are others growing up in
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their places like to do quite as much mifchief.

—To which laft home thruft, reply could not

have been very eafy !—It was late in the after-

noon, when at the clofe of this debate, the

order was moved and carried that the Declara- order for
tion fhould be duly engroffed, and again cngrof-
brought in at two o’clock the next day. All ™"
which having been accomplithed, the Houfe

was about to pafs to other bufinefs, when
D’Ewes informs us that Mr. Speaker Lenthal Com-
made an appeal ad mifericordiam for himfelf. g‘f“ﬁ:
He fhowed that he had been fitting very late speaker.
yefterday (Thurfday 18th), that it was now

paft four o’clock, and that he really could not

hold out daily to fit feven or eight hours.
Whereon the indefatigable Mr. Pym, admit- Lenthal
ting the appeal, fuggefted that the Houfe relieved.
fhould rife, and that a grand committee fhould
prefently fit.

On Saturday, the 20th of November, at seventh
two o'clock, the Remonftrance, engroffed and debate :
finithed, was laid upon the table. ~Doubtlefs **™ ™"
it was then expe@ed by its fupporters, and
with fome fhow of reafon, that after having
ftood the brunt of fo many prolonged debates,
it might be voted without further refiftance.

A refolution was accordingly moved upon its pipal
introdu@ion, ¢ that it be read and finifhed to- debate

“¢ night ;” which was met, however, by fuch fixed.
determined oppofition, that Pym was obliged

to yield, and the final debate was fixed for

ten o’clock on the morning of Monday the

22nd.  “ Why would you have it ftill putEromwell
 off,” atked Cromwell of Falkland, as they a:(llklm 4
left the Houfe; “ for this day would quicklyf :
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¢ have determined it.” To which Falkland
made reply that there would not have been
time enough, for fure it would take fome
further debate. Oliver rejoined, “A very
¢¢ forry one.”*

Prepara.  Cromwell was miftaken, no doubt. He was

tions for not in Hyde’s confidence, and could not know

,‘;:{f,t,_ of the defperate party-move to be attempted

on the occafion of the laft debate. But before
this is defcribed, and while the Remonftrance,
ready engrofled, is lying on the table of the
houfe, the time would feem to have arrived
for the endeavour to prefent it to the reader,
Remon .at once with fuffictent fulnefs for accurate re-

{*';I“‘-‘en fle¢tion of all its ftatements and in fuch form
,ibleg. °" as to render juftice to the ftriking narrative

~ they embody, yet at the fame time fo comprefied
as to bring it within the limits of ordinary
hiftories. There, it thould long ago have had
the place, from which it may hardly be too
much to believe now, with fome degree of

* Hifl. ii., 42. Clarendon tells the anecdote, however, in
gtat(e:rlr:nt a fenfe/f;uite different from that which it derives from an
rcyndon- authentic ftatement of the circumftances. It was in the
*  ordinary courfe of the bufinefs of the Houfe that Pym had
ropofed at once to bring the matter to a conclufion, but

Clarendon (ii. 41) would have us believe that he made that
propofition in dire& forfeiture of a previous engagement.

charge  “ And by thefe and the like arts, they promifed themfclves
againft ¢ that they thould eaﬁly carry it; fo that, the day it avas to be
Pym: ¢ yrefumed, they entertained the Houfe all the morning with
¢ other debates, and towards noon called for the Remon-

¢¢ firance,” &¢, upon which they were forced to go back to

the firft underftanding of giving an entire day to the debate.

i Accordingly, he continues, ¢ the next morning, the debate

a m‘-' €= ¢« being entered upon about nine of the clock,” &, Now,
b €nta- 1o fuch incidents occurred. On the day fixed for the refumef-
fon. tion of the debate, it was refumed, and at the hour precifcly
which before had been arranged ; namely, twelve o’clock.

Clarendon’s ftatement is an entire mifnﬂentation.
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confidence, that it never more can be excluded.
In which expe&ation are here appended to it Propofed
fome notes of matters not lying on the furface mﬁgﬁ“
of ordinary books, which will be found to tions.
illuftrate and completely corroborate the moft
ftartling of its averments.

And fo to m 3 ig_g%mmjm%t
Great Vin rifing of their ancef-

tors againft the 1on 1n_the {eventeenth

century, as to which one who oppofed it elo-
guentv t_HllrouFE a!! 1ts E ﬁu ?ranEl
confelied the fecret of his fition : “3':'r, Dering

es
)

this Remonfirance, whenjoever st paffeth, will ‘f{::‘:n_
< make fuch an impreffion, and leave fuch a cha- france.
“ racler behind, both of his Majefty, the People,
“ and the Parliament, and of this prefent Church
““ and State, as no time fhall ever eat it out,
““ while hifiories are written, and men have eyes

¢ to read them!”

ABSTRACT OF THE GRAND REMONSTRANCE,

1. The Preamble : Purpofe aimed at.

THe Preamble, confifting of twenty not struggle
numbered claufes, and opening in the name of :va
¢« the Commons in the prefent Parliament m:,,:ﬁ,_
¢¢ affembled,” begins by declaring that for the
paft twelve months they had been carrying on
a ftruggle of which the objet was to reftore
and eftablifh the ancient honour, greatnefs, and
fecurity, of the Nation and the Crown. That

during this time they had been called to wreftle
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with dangers and fears, with miferies and
. calamities, with diftempers and diforders fo
K various, great, and prefling, that for the time
" the entireliberty and profperity of the kingdom
had been extinguifhed by them, and the foun-
why  dations of the throne undermined. And that
Remon- now, finding great afperfions caft on what
intro-  had been done, many difficulties raifed for
duced.  the hindrance of what remained to do, and
jealoufies everywhere bufily fomented betwixt
the King and Parliament, they had thought it
good in this manner to declare the root and
growth of the defigns by which fo much mif-
chief had been caufed; the heighth to which
thefe had reached before the beginning of the
prefent Parliament ; the means that had been
Neceffary Ufed for extirpating thofe mifchievous defigns;
to com-and, together with the progrefs made therein,
pletion of the ways of obftrution by which fuch progrefs
had been interrupted, and the fteps fill remain-
ing to be taken as the only courfe whereby
the obftacles at prefent intervening could be

finally removed.
Courtcon-  Then, in exprefs terms, they ftate the gene-
fpiracy:  pq] plan or fcheme of the authors of thofe evils,
as a confpiracy to fubvert the fundamental laws
and principles of government on which alone
the religion and juftice of the kingdom can
firmly reft; and they denounce the confpirators
to fubvert as threefold, (1) the jefuited papifts, (2) the
Laws: | bifhops and ill-affe@ted clergy, and (3) fuch
counfellors, courtiers, and officers of ftate, as
had preferred their private ends to thofe of
his Majefty and the Commonwealth. All
three claflfes of confpirators, they continued,
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had principles and counfels in common ; and

thefe were to keep up continual differences to degrade
betwixt the King and People, and to lower Proteft-
and degrade the Proteftant religion through ’
the fides of thofe beft affe@ed to it. To the

end that fo, on the one hand, fetting up the
prerogative whenever a queftion of liberty was
mooted, difcrediting the claims and authority

of Parliament, and ever pretending to be ffding to i
with the King, they might get to themfelves gredit
the places of greateft truft and power, putting ment.
him upon other than the anciént "and onl
legitimate ways of {upply; and, on the other

hand, by cherifhing to the utmoft fuch views

of church doé@rine and difcipline as would
eftablith ecclefiaftical tyranny, by fowing dif~
fenfions between the common Proteftants and

thofe whom they called Puritans, and by Upholders
including under ‘gxe name of Puritans all whg :i‘i‘?h‘
defired to preferve unimpaired the public Mnmed
S Terree 2 The ity 2 power of the Penuns.
fruc religion, they . 'm'-]x ht % able uitx'matel to
mh opinions and_ceremonies _as
Wwould necellarlly end In_accommodation with
POECEZ" For, of the three elements of the

*.¢¢ It feemed that their work,” faid E:;lkland, in one of Falkland -
his admirable fpeeches againft Laud and his aflociates (already againft
fpoken of, ante, 208), ** was to try how much of a Papift Laud.

¢ might be brought in without Popery; and to deftroy as

* much as they could of the Gofpel without brinﬂ:g them-

“ felves into danger of being deftroyed by the Law. . . .

¢ The defign has been to bring in an_Englifh though not a

¢¢ Roman Popery : I mean, not only the outfide and drefs of

‘¢ it, but an equally abfolute and blind dependence of the

¢ people upon the clergy, and of the clergy upon themfelves.

“ They have oppofed the papacy beyond the feas that they Propofed
‘‘ might fettle one beyond the water.” [He means at Lam- Pope at
beth.] ¢¢ Nay, common fame is more than ordinarily falfe, if Lambeth,
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confpiracy, that was the ftrongeft. And as in
all compounded bodies, fo in this, the opera-
tions had been qualified and governed through-
out by the predominating element.

Such in fubftance was the lBx-camblo: to %e
Great Remonltrance; of which all that fo
fowed was 1 the form of pra&ical proofs and
illuftrations. Thefe were contained in two

hundred and fix numbered claufes ; each claufe,

as we have feen, having been put feparately to
the Houfe, and fo voted.

2. Firf, Second, and Third Parliaments of .
Charles.

THE firft fix had relation to the Firft Par-
liament of the reign, and to the recovery of
ftrength by the Popifh party after their dif-
comfiture by the breach with Spain at the clofe
of the reign of James. Two fubfidies had
beerr given by that parliament, yet it was dif-
folved without the relief of a fingle grievance ;
and then followed the difafters of Rochelle,
the defertion of the Proteftant party in France,
the difcreditable attempt on Cadiz, the aban-
donment of the Palatinate and of the Protef-
tant ftruggle in Germany, the wrongs inflicted
on merchants and traders, the prefling and
billeting of foldiers * in all parts of the king-

¢ none of them have found a way to reconcile the opinions of
“ Rome to the preferments of England; and to be fo abfo-
¢¢ lutely, direétly, and cordially papifts, chat it is all that
¢¢ fifteen hundred pounds a year can do to keep them from
¢ confefling it.”

* The intolerable wrong and mifery implied in this griev-
ance will be better underftood by reminding the reader of the
paffionate fpeech of Wentworth (afterwards Earl of Strafford)
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dom, and the endeavour, happily fruftrated,
to introduce therein large bodies of mercenary
troops.

The next four claufes defcribed the Second Clauies
Parliament, its diffolution after a declared’ ™~
intention to grant five fubfidies, and the fub-
fequent levy of thofe fubfidies, not by parlia-
mentary authority, but by the fole order of the
King. Commiffions of loan were iffued, and all Incidents
who refufed were imprifoned ; many contra&- ‘l’,igi‘:’“d
ing ficknefles in prifon from which they never ment,
recovered. Privy feals went forth, raifing
enormous fums. Court wafte and profufion
were {poken of on all fides, while the people
were unlawfully impoverifhed.* And a com-

in the debates on the Petition of Right, in which, referring Billeting
to the billeting of foldiers, he exclaims, ‘¢ They have rent grie-
 from us the light of our eyes! enforced companies of vances.
¢ guefts worfe than the ordinances of France! vitiated our

“ wives and daughters before our faces!” In the Verney

Papers, Mr. Bruce prints the fubjoined very curious return of

recufant parithes in the three hundreds of Afhindon.

“ A retorne of thofe parithes that doe refufe to paye for
‘ the billiting of foldiers in my divifion with in the three
“ hundreds of Afhindon.

k. 5. d
¢ Cherfly. Mr. Thomas Britwell, John Winter,
¢ with the reft o e e . . « 113 3 Lifts of
¢ Brill. George Carter, Mr. John Pim, Mr. Wil- recufants.

¢ liam Pim, Mr. John Cafwell, with thereft . 2 4 o
¢ Ilmor. ThomasLyeborn, Edmon Brooks, with

¢¢ the reft . . . . . 1 6 o
“ Lurgefall, The whole parih ., . , . ri8 3
¢ Boritall. The whole parith 6

T O £
¢ Per me, Edward Bulftrod.”
The two Pyms named in this return, if not conneéions or
relatives of the great ftatefman, at leaft were worthy of the
name they bore.
* In the Diary of Walter Yonge, from 1604 1o 1628, edited Yonge's
by Mr. Roberts for the Camden Society (1848) with an Diary.
interefting and well-informed introdution about the leading
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miffion under the great feal exa&ed payments

from the fubje& by way of excife, to an extent

and in a manner before unheard of .* '
Clawfes  The Third Parliament; the attempt, by a
11—16.  furreptitious declaration, to evade its ena&-

ment of the Petition of Right; its forcible
Incidents diffolutionrmmd perfecution
‘l’{:ﬂ;ﬁd of its moft diftinguifhed members; and the
ment.  Royal Declaration printed and difperfed among

the people to difcredit and difavow its pro-

weftern families (Yonge was a Devonfhire magiftrate and
member for Honiton), the two following notices occur in
clofe juxtapofition (p. 98) s
(1) ¢ December, 1626. The King having determined
¢¢ heretofore to demand of all his fubjeéts fo much money by
Proceed- ‘S way of loan as they are fet in fubfidy, viz.: he that’s fet
ingsto  ‘at 2ol in fubfidy to lend unto the King 20, the judges
get ‘‘ were urged to fubfcribe. They paid their money, but re-
money. fufed to (ubfcribe the fame as a legal courfe : for which Sir
¢ Randall Crewe, Chief Juftice of England, had his patent
‘¢ taken from him, and he was difplaceg Ter. Michael. 1626,
““ anmo 2 Caroli. The privy council fubfcribed ; the lords
¢¢ and peers fubfcribed, all except fourteen, whereof fix were
¢ Earls: viz. Earl of Effex, Earl of Warwick, Earl of Clare,
¢ Earl of Huntington, Earl of Lincoln, and the Earl of
¢ Bolingbroke, being Lord St. John.”

How (2) ¢ The Duke of Buckingham feafted the King, Queen,
fpent. ¢ and French Ambaflfador, and beftowed 4o00l. in a banquet.
¢¢ The {weet water which coft him 200l. came down the room
¢¢ as a thower from heaven ; the banquet let down in a fheet
‘‘ upon the table, no man fecing how it came ; with other
‘¢ pompous vanities to wafte away and confume money, the
“‘ country being in poverty, and more neceffary occafions for
AL A
Any one who cares to purfue this {ubje& will find many
important illuftrations of it among the Clarendon State Papers.

* Among the notices for additions to the original draft of
Amend- the Remonftrance, entered on the Journals, the fubjoined
ments by appear with the initials J. C. and may doubtles be afligned
J.C. to Sir John Clotworthy.

¢ The laft expedition into Germany.

¢¢ The loans upon Privy Seal.

¢ The Commiffion of Excife.”
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ceedings,® and give colour or excufe for the
violence ufed to its chiefs; form the fubject

* It was on the motion of Strode, member for Beeralfton, Addition
when the Remonftrance was before the Houfe, that there was by Strode.
ordered to be inferted therein a mention of

¢ The Declaration fet forth upon the breach of both
¢ Parliaments,”

Some remarkable illuftrations of the exciting incidents which
immediately preceded and very fhortly followed the ill-fated dif-
folution of ttis great Parliament, have been found among the Mounde-
family papers of the Moundefords of Norfolk. I fele& one or ford MSS.
two out of many paffages which furnifh traits and charater-
iftics of the law{e({ time, and throw a furprifingly vivid light
upon the allufions in the Great Remonftrance, From Lon-
don, the 14th April, 1628, Sit Edmund Moundeford, mem-
ber for Thetford in the Third Parliament then fitting, and
who fat for Norfolk in the Long Parliament, writes: * We
¢ went this afternoon with our Speaker to the King to deliver
¢ him a petition for the billeted fouldiers, what anfwer we Billetin
¢ fhall have is not known. Our houfe Proceeds not with that foldiers,
¢ calm it did. God grant a good end.” On the sth of the
following month he writes: ** Sorrye am I to be a meflenger
¢ of fadg tidings. The feares of an ill ending of this Parlia-
¢ ment are now growne {o great as they command beliefe.
¢ Our laft day is appointed to-morrow feven-night, and we
¢ are as farre from ending our worke as when wee began.”

In the interval between the Third and the Long Parliament,

he writes: ‘“ We have no new fheriffs pricked, nor fhall not gy .2
¢ (it is faid) untill the now fheriffs have accounted for this , 4 g+
‘¢ fhip-money : in fome counties they pay, in others not, and | P
‘“ many make the fheriffs take difirefs. New impofitions are 2h
4¢ fet upon fruit, filver, pewter, pines, and divers other thin

“to the value 80,000 li. p* ann, There is a patent to g:

¢¢ granted for making Salt, which will make us all fmarte.*

From Drury Lane, on the 13th of November 1632, he writes:

. 4 On Wednefday laft, one Mr. Palmer was cenfured 1,000 li.

‘¢ in the Star Chamber for living in London contrary to the Projeéts
¢ Proclamation, and yet he was a Batchelor, and newer had for plun-
¢ family, and lately had his manfion houfe burnt in the countrie. der of
““There is diligent fearch made by the conflables of ewerie fubje&t.
 avard, and the names taken of all fuch lodgers aslay in towne

“ the laft wacation.”” The allufion in this laft letter is to one

of the moft fcandalous of all the projeéts for the plunder of

the fubje&t fet on foot by this recklefs government to enrich

the exhaufted treafury of the King. ﬁ Proclamation came

forth from the Council Table commanding all who could not

fhow their ftay in London to be abfolutely neceffary, to go

within forty days and refide in their refpeétive counties and at
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of the fix following claufes.* Strenuous as

had been the ftruggle to pafs the Great Peti-

tion, its only ufe had been to fhow with what

recklefs prefumption, by wicked and daring

Violation Minifters, the laws had been broken and
of Petition the liberties fupprefled which therein were fo,
ofRight: (olemnly and recently declared. And what,
meanwhile, had been their fufferings, whofe

only crime was to affert the laws, and who

could be punifthed only by their entire fubver-

fion? The reprefentatives of the people had

been flung into prifon, and there treated like

felons for words fpoken in parliament. All the
comforts of life, all means of prefervation of

health, all more neceflary means of fpiritual
Imprifon- confolation, were denied to them. Not fuffered
mentof o go abroad to enjoy God’s ordinances in God’s
™™ houfe, His minifters not permitted to minifter
comfort in their prifons, the liberty of reading

their manfion houfes, * in order to hinder them from wafting
¢ their eftates” (!); and by the example which Sir Edward
Moundeford here furnithes, fome idea may be formed of
the atrocities perpetrated under cover of this P tion,
How truly fays Bithop Warburton (Notes on Hifs. of Keb. vi.

Atroci- J 579) that every now and then a ftory comes out which fhows

ties of thef the Court to have been fo exceedingly tyrannical as to abate|

Court. §all our wonder at the rage of thofe who had been opprefled
by it.

Ye Several of thefe claufes appear to have received additions
in the Houfe ; and to feveral notices of motions in the Journals
that the confideration of fuch and fuch particulars thould be

Auth added, are appended fometimes initials, fometimes the abbre-
UEOTS  viated name, more rarely the name in full. One name is thus
iven :
Amend- 'g ¢ Pal. The additional explanation to the Petition of
ments. Y3 Right.”

Which may fland for Geoffrey Palmer, the Member for
Stamford, who took a leading part in the debates ; or it may
be intended for Sir Guy Palmes, member for Rutlandfhire’:

the former is the more probable,
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and of writing taken from them; in fuch
miferable durance, years upon years had paffed.
Towards the clofe of the fecond year, indeed,
fome had been releafed, yet not without heavy Heavy
fines, and the fhame of {eing enforced to give "
fecurity for good behaviour : but others might

have wearied out their lives in imprifonment,

if, eighteen months ago, a parliament had not
come ; and to one, the moft diftinguithed of
them all, after four years’ tedious mifery, there

had come a mightier friend. In the laft days iuﬂ'erings

of November, 1632, the brave and dauntle(s pnd death
. f Eliot,

Eliot die . etition after

petition had been fent up for his releafe ; ap- ‘

plication had been made for but a few months’
freedom, even to give him ftrength to bear
further imprifonment ; without fuch tempora

change, his phyfician had teftified that he
muft perifh ; but a cold and ftern refufal was
the only anfwer vouchfafed, and the end came
which was paft remedy, and never to be »
redrefled. His blood cried for vengeance s blood

crying
for ven~

* There was no wrong which P{vm appears more deeply to Eliot's
have refected than m‘ (tor fuch it really amounted ufage in |
to) of his great affotiate 1n the former parliaments of the Tower. .
reign. The little parliament (which met in April, 1640) had
not affembled many days when Pym moved ¢ that it be
¢¢ referred to the committee of the Tower to examine after
¢ what manner Sir John Eliot came to his death, his ufagein
¢¢ the Tower, and to view the rooms and places where he was

¢ imprifoncd and where he died, and to report the fame to
¢ the Houfe,” :
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3. Government by Prerogative: from Third
Parliament to Pacification of Berwick.

THE long and terrible interval which fuc-
ceeded, and which only Laud’s mad refolve to
impofe the fervice-book on Scotland at laft

“abruptly clofed, during which no parliament

met, and the people were f%‘hmn_p
{W&‘—for idden merely to
look Dack to their ancient liberty,—fills forty-
four claufes, up to the fixtieth inclufive. Then
pafled over the land a net-work of tyranny fo
elaborate and comprehenfive, that, excepting
only its agents and prc?c&ors, not a fingle
clafs of the community efcaped it. Nearly all
men fuffered alike, in lands, goods, or perfon ;
nor was there left to any one that which fafely
he could call his, except the wrong, and the
too patient endurance. .

Obfolete laws and fervices which it was

17,21,22, hoped had been extinguifhed for ever, con-
s fronted fuddenly all families of reafonable

Revival
of feudal
ftatutes,

condition, Old laws of knighthood were
revived ; and fuch fums exa@ed for default,
as, whether in refpec of the perfons charged,
the fines demanded, or the modes of exaction,
were entirely monftrous. By fines and com-
pofitions for wardthips alone,t eftates were

* During the firft difcufion of the Remonftrance, Mr.
Wingate, member for St. Alban’s, moved that there fhould
be named therein

“ The Proclamation fet forth, forbidding people fo much
¢¢ as to talk of a parliament.”

+ Some notion of the advantage taken, for purpofes of
extortion, of thofe obfolete feudal fatutes, may be derived
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weakened paft help. Coat and condu&
money,* and other military charges, were
either prefled as due, or, failing that claim of
right, were required as loans. Without afAncient
fhadow of pretence, either in fa& or law, the ha;"“‘
ancient fecurities and charters of real propertyf™
were everywhere violated ; and from forefts
where never any deer fed, from depopulations
where never any farm was decayed, and from
enclofures where never any hedges were fet,
charges unceafing and infatiable were drawn
againft the land.t When flaws in title were

from the documents in the Veme_y Papers relating to Mrs. Wardthip
Mary Blacknall, who had the misfortune, on her father’s extor-
death, to become a ward of the Crown, and four of whofe tions.
maternal relations, ‘¢ Anthony Blagrove the elder, Anthon

¢¢ Blagrove the younger, both of Bulmarth, Richard Lib!

¢ efquire of Hardwick in the county of Oxford, and Charles

“ Wifeman efquire of Steventon in Berks,” are obliged to
purchafe from the Court of Wards (that is, the Government)
freedom from oppreflion, and mere ordinary rights of citizen-

fhip, by payment to the Crown of a fine of 2000/, half of
which 1s paid down, and a bond given for the remainder.

* This oppreffive tax was affefled on the feveral hundreds Coat and
feparately, each being obliged to fupply its quota of men by condu&
prefling or enliftment, in proportion to its fize and the number money,
demanded ; one fhilling being paid to each man, fourteen
thillings levied for the coft of Eis ¢ coat,” and two other pay-
ments made feverally, as remuneration to the conftable who
took him to the place of embarkation, and as fine or charge
for his ¢ conduét,” or expenfes on the way.

+ From a Schedule of Grievances largely circulated
through the country before April 1640, I feleét one or two
items:

¢ The new taxe of Coate and Condu& Mony, with undue Schedule
‘ meanes ufed to inforce the payment of it, by meffengers of Griev-

¢ from the counfell table.™ ances.
¢ The infinite number of Monopolies upon everything the April,
* countryman muft buy.” 1640.

¢ The rigid execution of the Forreft laws in theire extre~
mity.”

 The exaltion of immoderate fees by fome officers under
¢ the Lord Chief Juftice in Eyre.”

q
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Packed alleged, they were judged by packed juries;
Jr‘;g;se:f: and when commiffions of inquiry into excefles
by law. Of fees or fines were iffued, they were made but
additional means of increafing and confirming
the grievance. They ended, for the moft part,
in compofitions with the delinquents them-
felves ; fo that offences to come were com-
promifed as well as the offences paft, and
a complete impunity eftablithed for future
wrongs. ‘To thefe matters were devoted the
17th, 21ft, 22nd, 31ft, 44th, 45th, and 49th

claufes. ’
Claufes Nor was the lot of the merchant and trader,
;33'294»“’ in this difaftrous interval, more to be envied
" than that of any owner of a moderate eftate.
In the very teeth of the Petition of Right,
tonnage and poundage were again levied, with
many other fimilar impofitions, of which fome
were in a difproportion fo monftrous, that the
amount of the charge exceeded the entire
Monttrous Value of the goods. The book of rates gene-
taxation  rally was alfo enhanced to fuch an extent that
merce.  the ordinary tranfa&ions of commerce became
impoffible, And though, for thefe violent
affeflments, there was fet up the notable pre-
tence of duly guarding the feas; and though
Pretence there was fuddenly added thereto that new and

of guard- ypheard of tax of fhip-money,* by which, for
ing feas. ’

Finch was at this time Chief Juftice of the Common Pleas,

and no part of his condut in the circuit in Eyre more exaf-

erated the people than his extending the boundaries of the

?oreﬂs in Effex, and annihilating the ancient perambulations.

Thetax _ °* In the above-named ¢ Schedule of fuch Grievances as

leaft ¢ moft opprefle this country,” largely circulated in the early

fupport.  part of 1640, ftands firft ‘ The illegall and infupportable

able, ¢ charge of thip-money, now the fifth yeere impofed as high

“ as ever, though the fubjet was not able to pay the laft
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many years, with the help of the book of Ship-
rates, near upon 700,000/, was yearly taken """
by the Crown; the feas meanwhile were left

‘ yeer, beeing a third.” The Lord Deputy Wentworth’s
newfwriter gives us curious notices of this memorable tax,
‘¢ word of lafting found in the memory of this kingdom ;”
but even his go%ﬁy'mg letters lofe fomething of their carelefs
tone in talking of it, and fhow that he alfo winces and fmarts Hardthips
under the preffure no one can efcape. In one year, Mr. of fhip-
Garrard fays, “it will coft the city at leaft 35,000l He money
names particular affeffments to the amount of 360/. and 300/: affefment,
¢¢ great fums to pay at one tax, and we know not how often
¢¢ 1t may come. It reaches us in the Strand, being within
¢¢ liberties of Weftminfter, which furnitheth out one fhip—
¢ nay lodgers, for I am fet at 405; but I had rather give and
¢ pay ten fubfidies in parliament than xos. this new-old way
¢ of dead Noy’s.” And as in the cities, fo in the country.
¢¢ Mr. Speaker,” faid Sir John Culpeper, ¢ this tax of fhip-
‘‘ money is the grievance which makes the farmers faint, and Pyifons
¢¢ the plough to go heavy.” So intolerable was it everywhere, filied.
indeed, that the prifons were literally filled with thofe who
had refufed and refited payment, before the Crown (which,
through the judges on circuit, had refited every former
attempt to bring ﬁxe quettion into the courts as refufing even
to admit a doubt of its legality) confented to appear to
Hampden’s plea. The Court lawyers had feleCted Hampden Hampden
as a better man to fight it out with, than the leGs affable and one of
apparently more obdurate Lord Saye; but here, as everywhere, many re-
ey were fated to difcover their miftake. I give a curious cufants.
note (not otherwife reported) as to Lord Saye’s fubfequent
proceedings :
¢ March 19, 1638-9. Shipmoney, determined for the
¢ king by his prerogative, argued Eafter and Trinity Term.
“In %Vlichaelmas term, the lord Saye brought his aétion y 4
““ about it to the King's Bench barre.  Mr. Holborne, plead- ¢, =0
‘“ing ftrongly for him, was rebuked by Judge Bartlet ., tfance:
¢ [Berkeley], becaufe it was determined as before. He '
¢ alleged a prefident when fuch determinings have been
‘“ agame queftioned.  Judge Crooke alledged prefidents,
¢ Judge Joanes faid they were not like. Sir Jo. Brampton
¢¢ [Bramfton] alledged that they had no prefident like this,
‘¢ viz. to call the thing in queftion the next terme, and before
¢ the judges’ faces that did determine it. The lord Saye
¢ affirmed, that if their Lordfhips wold fay it were lawe, then decifion
““ he wold yeeld ; but otherwife not, to the wronging of his in his
‘ country. = He hath time to confider until the next terme.” cafe,

Pym, in his great fpeech in the little parliament, ftruck at
Q2
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fo utterly unguarded that the Turkifh pirates
ranged through them uncontrolled, repeatedly
taking great fhips of value, and configning to
flavery many thoufands of Englith fubjeés.*

the root of the extraordinary and univerfal refitance provoked
by this tax when he pointe? out, that it extended to all per-
fons and to all times, that it {ubjetted goods to diftrefs and
the perfon to imprifonment, that, the King being fole judge
of the occafion, there was no pofibility of exception or relief,
and that there were no rules or limits for the proportion, fo
that no man, under it, knew what eftate he had, or how to
order his courfe or expenfes. It is quite a miftake to fuppofe,
as fome have reprefented, that it was a light tax; and that
Hampden, well able to afford it, oppofed it only on principle.
No man, not the wealthieft in that E: , was able to afford it.
It muft, fooner or later, have broken him down,

* <« About the end of March, 1627, Sir William Courtenay
¢ his houfe of Iiton, near Salcomb, in Devon, was robbed ;
‘“ and much of his pewter plate and houfehold ftuff carried
“ away. It was done by certain pirates, which came up in
‘ boats from Salcomb, and fled the fame way they came
¢ without apprehenfion ”—Diary of Walter Yonge: to which
Faﬂ'age a valuable note is appended by the editor. The
overei of was as yet but the emptieft of claims.

irates of all lands {fwept our coafts during the whole of this

eriod of government by the fole will of the King. Pi

tad become indeed fo much more profitable than hor;z
trading that many Englithmen turned Turks and lived at
Tunis. Sir Francis Vemey is fuppofed to have been amon,

them ; and Mr. Bruce (in his moft interefting colle&ion o
Verney Papers, printed for the Camden SocietK, 95-102) does
not effetually rebut the fuppofition. ¢ Affifted by Englifh-
‘“men,” fays the editor of Yonge’s Diary, *‘ the Barbar,y
¢ corfairs not only fcoured the Englifh and St. George’s
¢ Channels, but even difembarked, pillaged the villages, and
¢¢ carried the inhabitants into flavery, to the number of feveral
‘¢ thoufands. . . . One veflel the Algerines captured was worth
¢ 260,000/, The Dutch refumed their fithing without a
¢ licence, and cargured two rich Eaft Indiamen. France,
‘“ Spain, and Holland violated the neutrality, and infulted
¢¢the Englith flag. The French fcoured the Severn in
‘1628 . . . So late as the year 1633, Lord Wentworth, ap-
¢¢ pointed lord-deputy of {reland, names noted pirate veffels
¢ off the coaft of Ireland, and their captures. The Turks
‘¢ carried off a hundred captives from Baltimore in Ireland,
“in 1631. They landed their poor captives at Rochelle and
‘“ marched them in chains to Marfeilles. And in 1645, the
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It was in vain that the leading merchants
would have appealed to the law. The ordinary No laws
courfe of juftice, the common birthright of 'g appeal
the fubje& of England, was clofed to them.
The moft diftinguithed of their number who
made the trial was dragged into the Star
Chamber, fined 2000/, kept twelve years in Cafe of
prifon, and releafed a beggar.* Thefe things ! ichard
are the fubje& of claufes 18th, 19th, 20th and pers,
- part of the j4th.

Other wrongs, too, equally grave, the mer-

¢ Turks carried off twent{-ﬁx children at one time from Captures
¢ Cornwall, The editor has a curious bill of expenfes for by Turks.
¢¢ fending pirates with their hands tied behind them on horfe-
¢ back to Dorchefter gaol.”

* A man had but to queftion the moft profligate decifions
of the Courts to be dragged into the Star Chamber. One
inftance of a different kind, ihowin§ e relentment of
the people at fuch proceedings, is well worthy of prefervation.
Of the twelve judges who pronounced on fhip money, three
diffented, of whom Hutton was one; and a clergyman named
Harrifon was brought before a jury for having charged Judge
Hutton with treafon, in having denied the King’s prerogative
in the matter of thip money. %‘hc jury gave 10,000/. damages opular
again& him ; a judgment difallowed, l'g'ut evilﬁn_gmﬂﬁée? fympathy
ably the feeling of the people. That was in 1638-9. I may £, fud
adJ: not lefs as a valuabre illuftration of this part of the Humngc
fubjeét, than as a good fpecimen of Hyde’s tone in the Houfe )
at this time, a few fentences from his Ipeech upon the mif-
doings of the Bench of Judges. ¢ The great refolution in
“ thip money was a crime of fo prodigious a nature, that 1t
« SuTd ot be eah y Iwallowed and digelted by ‘the con-
¢ fciences even of thefe men ; but as they who are to wreftle,
“or run a race, by degrees prepare themfelves by diet and
“ lefler eflays for the main exercife, o thefe judges enter
 themfelves, and harden their hearts, by more particular Hyde’s
*¢ trefpaffes upon the law—by impofition and taxes upon the ¢ 4 ch
“ merchant in trade, by burdens and preflure upon the gentry . <6 1o
¢ by knighthood—before they could arrive at that univerfal thx?l es.
* deftruétion of the kingdom by fhip money ; which promifed 7 "“8°*
¢ them reward and fecurity for alr their former fervices, by
“ doing the work of a parliament to_his Majefty in fupplies;
“ and feemed to elude juftice in leaving none to judge them,
¢ by making the whole kingdom party to their oppreffion.”
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Claufes chant fhared with the mafs of his countrymen.
e ;:* 0 As with the Petition of Right, which had been
and 35.  folemnly ena&ed only eight months before, fo
it fared with the ftatutes againft monopolies

and projectors, won by as hard a ftruggle in

the fourth parliament of James, and which

now had been the law for many years. Again

Mono- had monopolies and protections of every kind
B ived s fprung up into exiftence, and the whole com-
munity fmarted and groaned under them.

There were monopolies of foap, of falt and
faltpetre, of wine, of leather, of coals ; literally,

of everything in moft common and neceffary

;ll_neceff- ufe; and, as the immediate and univerfal con-
life pro- fequence, not merely were the moft extravagant
teéted and prices required to be paid for everything fo
debafed. protected, but articles of the worft quality,
and fubje®t to the bafeft adulterations, were

fure to be fupplied. Purveyors, clerks of the
markets, faltpetre men,* became bye-words of

petty oppreflion. Not only a man’s unavoid-

able daily wants, but his trade, his employment,

his habitation, anything, ferved as the pretext

for fome vexatious reftraint to his liberty. If
Reftraints he would build near London, he found fuch
;‘:if:“‘“' building was adjudged a nuifance, and had to
" pay fome projector for permiffion to inflict the
nuifance on his neighbours. If he would trade

at fea, he was furprifed, even there, by the
proje&or, as by a foreign enemy. Merchants
commonly were prohibited from unlading their

goods in ports for their own advantage, and

* Bulftrode Whitelocke moved and carried, in the Houfe

itfelf, this addition of ¢ the abufes of Purveyors and Salt-
¢¢ petre men.”
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compelled to unlade in places for the advantage

of monopolifers and projectors. There was Debafe-
alfo a fcheme of bra(g money fet on foot* L“u:_'r‘::f
which would have had the effe& of beggaring i
the whole kingdom at a ftroke, by fummary

and fimultaneous procefs. And when fome
folitary citizen was occafionally moved to refift-

ance, 1t was but to difcover that what he had
imagined to be courts of law for the determi-

nation of the fubje&s’ rights, were now become

courts of revenue to fupply the treafury of the

King. The common refult of fuch refiftance courts of

was long and hard imprifonment; lofs of law be-
health to many, lofs of life to fome ; and theirs coures of

was an enviable lot, who efcaped with the mere royal
breaking up of their eftablifhments and the "'*""¢
feizure of their goods.t The points fo dwelt

* ¢ About the month of July, 1638, there was a project Proje&t
¢ on foot for braffe money. It was folemnly debated whether for brafs
¢¢ it be for his Majefty’s fervice to coine braffe money; and to money,
¢“ make the fame currant within his dominions.” —Diary of 1638.
Rous, p. 95. Of the confequences that muft immediately
have enfued upon this wicked propofal to debafe the coin of
the realm, it is needlefs to fpeak ; but fome of them are de-
tailed in a paper printed by Rous, gp. 95—98. Lord Falk-
land made a ha allufion to the brafs projeét in one of his
relolute Ipeeches againft the bifhops, while yet he aéted on
that queftion with Hampden and Pym. ¢ As fome ill g
¢ minifters in our State firft took away our money from usgj, i
¢“and after endeavoured to make our money not worth thef e . ..
“ taking by turning it into Brafs by a kind of anti-philofo-{;} . ceo
¢ pher’s ftone—fo thefe men ufed us in this Koint of preach-! :
“ing: firft deprefling it to their power, and next la uring
¢ to make it fuch as the harm had not been much if it ha
¢¢ been deprefled.” '

4 The ftate to which in this refpect the kingdom had been Grimfton
brought was briefly and forcibly exprefled by Mr. Harbottle on denials
Grimfton, the member for Colczeﬁer, fubfequently Matfter of of juftice.
the Rolls and Speaker of the Parliament that welcomed back
Charles the Second, in one of the great debates on grievances.

“Sir,” he faid, ¢ by fome judgments lately obtained in
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upon were in the 29th, 28th, 29th, joth,
33rd, part of the 34th, and the 35th claufes.
From the private wrong the public grievance
is of courfe rarely feparable ; but here it hap-
pened frequently that the one received peculiar
exafperation from the other, and a ftriking
inftance was alleged in the monopoly of gun-
powder. . So high was the rate fet upon gun-
powder, that the poorer fort of people were
unable to buy it; fo ftri® was the protection,
that without a licenfe it was not procurable at
all ; and, befides the unlawful advantages thus
permitted to individuals, many parts of the
kingdom were left in confequence utterly with-
out defence.* It refulted, in fa&, in one of
the heavieft wrongs infli¢ted on the common-
wealth., The Trained Bands were generally
difcouraged in their exercifes, the country
began to lofe its martial fpirit, and feveral
bodies of militia in the counties had their arms
taken away. Belonging alfo to the fame clafs of

¢ courts of juftice, and by fome new ways of government
“ lately ftarted up amongit us, the law of property is fo much
¢¢ fhaken that no man can fay he is mafter of anything. All
¢‘ that we have, we hold but as tenants by courtefy and at
¢ will, and may be ftripped of at pleafure.”

* It was moved by J. C. (Sir John Clotworthy) in the
Houfe that the gunpowder monopoly fhould be fpeciall
entered ¢¢ as it was a projeét for difarming of the kingdom,
Another J. C. (Sir John Cnl&eper), unhappily now the
fierceft opponent of the Remonftrance, had ftrongly preffed
this as a grievance at the opening of the Long Parliament.
‘¢ However little it may feem primd facie, fir,” he faid, with
admirable fenfe and fhrewdnefs, * upon due examination it
¢ will appear a great grievance, that enhancing of the price
““ of gunpowder whereby the Trained Bands are much dif-
‘¢ couraged in their exercifing . . . Mr. Speaker, the Trained
¢ Band is a Militia of great ftrength and honour, without
¢¢ charges to the King, and deferves all due encouragement.™
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grievances, were fuch incidents as the breaking

up of the foreft of Dean, and the affignment

to proje&ors, for fupply of temporary needs,

of the royal timber therein. One of the beft Favours

fore-houfes of the kingdom for maintenance t papif

of its fhipping was thus loft; nor was the projectors.

grief of good fubjeéts abated, when they faw it

leafed and fold to papifts. And as public pof-

feflions were feized by private projectors, fo

was private land appropriated under pretences

of public or royal title. The Crown lawyers seizures

Eut in claims inceffantly to portions of eftates under
etween high and low water marks, againft Commit-

which the owners had no remedy ;* and com- fions.

miffions were granted under vexatious and all

but obfolete ftatutes, by which, for the fole

benefit of the rich, the poor were moft heavily

burthened.+ Large quantities of Common, Commons

alfo, and feveral public grounds, were taken ;.aken

from the fubject under colour of the ftatute of ;oor.

improvement, and by abufe of the commiffion

of fewers. The 23rd, 24th, 25th, 26th, and

32nd claufes were thus occupied, the laft having

* Mr. Serjeant Wilde had moved in the Houfe as to ¢ the Wilde
¢ Deftruétion of Timber, efpecially in the Foreft of Deane, and Clot-
¢ by Recufants ;”” and conﬁfiemtion was moved to be added worthy.
by J. C. (Sir John Clotworthy) of ¢¢ the Entitling the King
¢ to the lands between the high-water and low-water mark.

4 ¢ Here is at this prefent,” writes Garrard to the Lord
Deputy Wentworth, ¢ a Commiffion in execution againft
‘¢ cottagers who have not four acres of ground laid to their